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Executive Summary

In accordance with federal Head Start and Community Services Block Grant requirements, the
City of Phoenix Human Services Department (HSD) has undertaken a community assessment
with the broad purpose of documenting the characteristics and needs of individuals and families
served by its programs. This report summarizes the results of the assessment.

As one of the nation’s largest cities in terms of both physical size and population, Phoenix is
home to a diverse population. The characteristics of the City’s population, particularly the
demographics of those who are eligible for or receive HSD services, are a significant focus of the
assessment. A few demographic realities and the associated considerations for HSD are
especially noteworthy.

Most relevantly, nearly one-in-four Phoenix residents live in poverty, with even higher
concentrations in neighborhoods in the southern and western portions of the City. Poverty rates
are comparatively higher among children, Hispanic and Black residents, non-citizens, individuals
who have not completed high school, and households headed by unmarried women. The
services provided by HSD are critical to assisting these individuals and families to achieve self-
sufficiency.

The median age of Phoenix residents is 32.9 years, significantly less than the state and national
medians. Given that children and young adults are more likely to live in poverty than older
adults, the youth of the City’s residents has important implications for HSD. In fact, more than
35 percent of Phoenix children under the age of five years live in poverty. The services offered
by HSD are often critical in helping the families raising these children make ends meet.
Additionally, for a variety of reasons — parents working long hours, few books in the home, lack
of access to quality child care — children from homes in poverty often start school at a
disadvantage. Programs such as Early Head Start and Head Start are critical to bridging these

gaps.

At the other end of the age spectrum, Phoenix is home to more than 200,000 residents over 60
years of age. These individuals are much less likely to live in poverty, with a 10.5 percent
poverty rate among this group. However, many of these individuals have other needs, including
the 57,000 seniors who live alone and the more than 40,000 households in which a grandchild is
living with a grandparent, including 15,000 grandparents who are financially responsible for
their grandchild. The senior centers operated by HSD offer a number of important supports,
including meal programs and socialization opportunities.

The growth in the Hispanic population is another significant demographic trend. Phoenix
became a majority-minority City over the past decade as the number of individuals of Hispanic
descent increased 31 percent between 2000 and 2010. The Hispanic population is also much
younger, on average. More than 60 percent of children in Phoenix schools are Hispanic.
Phoenix residents of Hispanic descent are more likely than other racial groups to be living in
poverty. Additionally, a sizeable number of Hispanic households struggle with English, which
must be considered when planning services.
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The City — like the State and country — continues to recover from the Great Recession.
Employment has nearly recovered and sizeable gains have been made in the housing sector.
However, recovery has been uneven and more than 350,000 Phoenicians live below the poverty
line. Due to budgetary challenges at all levels of government, investments in many programs
that provide assistance to these individuals and families have remained flat or been reduced.

Services available from the federal, State, and City governments generally reach only a fraction
of those who could benefit. For example, more than 27,000 residents received services from
HSD’s family services centers, but this is less than 10 percent of the number of residents living
in poverty. Similarly, the City’s 3,090 Head start slots amount to only about 25 percent of the
estimated number of low-income three-to-four year-olds living in the service area while Early
Head Start slots are equal to than four percent of eligible infants and toddlers.

Those who do receive HSD services are generally very satisfied with them. More than 2,500
clients completed a survey in which they were asked to rank their satisfaction with the services
they receive using a five-point scale (with five being extremely satisfied). Average scores for
Early Head Start, Head Start, family services centers, senior centers, and volunteer income tax
assistance programs exceeded 4.00. Scores were lower, but still positive for the Watkins
Emergency Shelter and the Family Advocacy Center.

In the survey, clients were also asked to indicate what services that they do not currently receive
would be most helpful to them and their families. The most frequently cited services include
dental care, English instruction, full-day Head Start, and housing assistance (rent/mortgage
assistance, as well as home repair and utility assistance.

HSD partners were also asked to respond to a separate survey. They expressed similarly positive
impressions of the Department’s programs, lauding staff and leadership in particular. They also
cited HSD’s intra- and inter-city collaborations as a source of strength. The partners also offered
a number of suggestions for further improvement, covering both operational and programmatic
areas.

The suggestions from HSD clients and partners — coupled with the analyses and research

summarized in this report — offer a number of guideposts to the Department as it plans its
services over the coming years.
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Introduction

The City of Phoenix’s Human Services Department (HSD) provides a comprehensive array of
services to help City residents meet emergency, short-term, and long-term needs and to reach
their highest level of self-sufficiency. Programs include early childhood education, emergency
assistance, older adult services, crime victim services, homeless services, and community- and
faith-based initiatives.

Some of these programs are funded, at least in part, by federal funds, including Head Start grant
dollars and the Community Services Block Grant (CSBG). Both of these grants require grantees
to conduct periodic community assessments.

Specifically, federal Head Start regulations require grantees to conduct assessments that include:

(1) The demographic make-up of Head Start eligible children and families, including their
estimated number, geographic location, and racial and ethnic composition;

(2) Other child development and child care programs that are serving Head Start eligible
children, including publicly funded State and local preschool programs, and the approximate
number of Head Start eligible children served by each;

(3) The estimated number of children with disabilities four years old or younger, including
types of disabilities and relevant services and resources provided to these children by
community agencies;

(4) Data regarding the education, health, nutrition and social service needs of Head Start
eligible children and their families;

(5) The education, health, nutrition and social service needs of Head Start eligible children
and their families as defined by families of Head Start eligible children and by institutions in
the community that serve young children;

(6) Resources in the community that could be used to address the needs of Head Start eligible
children and their families, including assessments of their availability and accessibility.*

The regulation further requires that Head Start grantees use this information to help determine
program objectives, services, recruitment areas, and priorities.

The law establishing the Community Services Block Grant requires (emphasis added):

an assurance that the State will secure from each eligible entity in the State, as a
condition to receipt of funding by the entity through a community services block
grant made under this chapter for a program, a community action plan (which
shall be submitted to the Secretary, at the request of the Secretary, with the State
plan) that includes a community-needs assessment for the community served,
which may be coordinated with community-needs assessments conducted for
other programs;?

1 45 Code of Federal Regulations § 1305.3(c)
2 42 United States Code § 9908(b)(11)
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Subsequent federal guidance requires assessments to be conducted every three years, the
collection of current data related to poverty, and the compilation of information collected directly
from low-income individuals.> The assessment is expected to support agencies’ work to further
the program’s six national goals:

Goal 1: Low-income people become more self-sufficient.
Goal 2: The conditions in which low-income people live are improved.
Goal 3: Low-income people own a stake in their community.

Goal 4: Partnerships among supporters and providers of service to low- income people are
achieved.

Goal 5: Agencies increase their capacity to achieve results.

Goal 6: Low-income people, especially vulnerable populations, achieve their potential by
strengthening family and other supportive systems.

This assessment has been conducted to comply with the above conditions. In addition to meeting
federal requirements, undertaking a regular assessment of the community affords HSD the
opportunity to understand the needs of the individuals and families it serves, to identify the
strengths of its programs as well as potential gaps, and to support strategic planning and
allocation of resources.

Data Sources and Methodologies

A variety of data sources have been incorporated in the assessment including:
e Census data
e Service data from federal, State, and City agencies
e Surveys of HSD service recipients and partners

e Secondary research to identify other relevant information

In order to compile the most current demographic data, this report relies on the Census Bureau’s
five-year American Community Survey (ACS) estimates for the period of 2010 through 2014,
unless otherwise noted. The ACS is an ongoing survey that collects information from
approximately one percent of American households each year and uses this sample to develop
full-population estimates. The five-year ACS data produced a Phoenix population estimate of
1,511,330, which is about 1.7 percent less than the Census Bureau’s official 2014 estimate of
1,537,058. Detailed information regarding the ACS tables used and methodologies employed is
provided in Appendix A.

% U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, Administration for Children and Families, “States Establishment
of Organizational Standards for CSBG Eligible Entities under 678B of the CSBG Act, 42 U.S.C. § 9914”
(Information Memorandum Transmittal No. 138). January 26, 2015.
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Phoenix is a large and diverse city. Data is Figure 1: Phoenix Planning Villages
therefore presented in terms of individual areas

of the City whenever possible. Specifically, this
assessment relies on the City’s 15 planning
villages to summarize data available at either the Rio Vista
census tract or zip code level. Figure 1 illustrates
the village boundaries and Appendix A includes
discussion of the methodology used to apportion
data across the villages. Additionally, data
relevant to the Early Head Start and Head Start
programs is presented according to the programs’ Desert View
specific service areas.

North Gateway

Deer Valley
In order to provide a thorough overview of the
public assistance programs available to low- .
income individuals and families and of how Patadise Valky
demand for these programs has changed in recent North Mountain

years, the assessment gathered enrollment data
from a number of government agencies,

including' Alhambra
. ) . CamelbackiEast
e City of Phoenix’s Human Services and Maryvale Encanto

Housing Departments

Central City
e Arizona Departments of Child Safety Estrella
(DCS), Economic Security (DES),
Education (ADE), and Health Services South Mountain
(DHS), and the Arizona Early Childhood -

Development and Health Board (First
Things First)

Ahwatukee Foothills

e Federal Social Security Administration

and Department of Housing and Urban Development

A key source of data for this assessment was a community survey of HSD clients and partners
conducted in January and February 2016. The survey sought to gauge respondents’ opinions
regarding their communities’ strengths and challenges, the types of services they need and use,
and their satisfaction with HSD services. The survey was made available online in English and
Spanish and at Head Start delegate agency sites, senior centers, and family services centers. A
separate online survey was emailed to a sample of HSD partners, including providers, advocates,
and HSD Commission members.

A combined 2,246 client surveys (2,021 English and 225 Spanish) were completed. Of these,
204 indicated they participated in Early Head Start services within the past year, 631 received
Head Start services, 268 attended a senior center, 65 utilized a Family Service Center, 54
received services from the Watkins Homeless Shelter, 20 used a family advocacy center, and 70
received volunteer income tax assistance (VITA). Respondents may have used multiple
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services, making this a duplicated count. Additionally, 1,171 respondents did not report
receiving any services. A total of 306 partner surveys were received. Copies of the English
surveys and detailed tabulations of survey responses are included in Appendix 1.

Assessment Overview

This assessment is comprised of four Parts:

e Part I includes a general overview of the City, with sections devoted to the demographics
of the City’s residents, health, education, economy, housing, public safety, and
community resources

e Part Il provides information regarding the populations served by the Human Services
Department and the various City and State services available to these groups

e Part Il concludes the assessment with a brief overview of the results of surveys of HSD
clients and partners regarding the strengths and needs of the City’s neighborhoods and
opportunities for HSD to help meet these needs

There are also 11 appendices that provide the detailed analyses developed to compile this
assessment for readers interested in additional data.
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Part I: Overview of the City of Phoenix

The City of Phoenix is the political, economic, and geographic center of Arizona. Spread over
almost 518 square miles — the nation’s tenth largest city in terms of land area — the City’s
neighborhoods are remarkably diverse, ranging from affluent suburban communities to lower-
income urban areas. Each neighborhood has its own unique strengths and faces its own
particular challenges. Given this diversity, it is important to consider the City’s neighborhoods
both individually and as part of the whole so that City services can be tailored to each area’s
specific needs.

Section I-1: Demographic Profile

Phoenix is home to more than 1.5 million residents, making it the sixth-most populous city in the
country. Although the City’s growth has slowed in recent years, the Census Bureau estimates
that Phoenix added almost 25,000 residents between July 2013 and July 2014.* The City’s 1.6
percent growth rate was the eighth-highest amongst the 34 cities with at least 500,000 residents.

The Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) produces population projections. Starting
with 2010 Census data, MAG projects that Phoenix will grow 1.3 percent annually through
2030.> At this growth rate, the City would grow to 1.85 million residents by 2030. At the
village level, projected growth rates range from 0.7 percent in Paradise Valley to 4.7 percent in
Desert View. In terms of the number of residents, five villages — Desert View, Estrella,
Alhambra, Maryvale, and Laveen — are each expected to add at least 30,000 residents through
2030.

There are 528,307 households in the City. In Census parlance, each household has a single
‘householder’ who is the person, or one of the people, in whose name the home is owned or
rented. A family household is defined as one in which at least one member of the household is
related to the householder by birth, marriage, or adoption. About 63.5 percent of total Phoenix
households, or 335,606, are considered family households. Of these, 219,817 are led by a
married couple, representing 41.6 percent of all households. Of the remaining family
households, more than twice as many are led by female householders (80,831) than male
householders (34,958). In comparison, non-family households are slightly more likely to be led
by a male householder (98,874) than a female householder (93,827).

Phoenix’s residents are younger than the State as a whole. The median age of Phoenix residents
is 32.9 years compared to the statewide median of 36.5 years. Figure 2 compares the age
distribution within the City to the State overall. Phoenix has a larger proportion of children and
working-age adults (25 through 64 years-old), but a smaller proportion of seniors.

* Calculated from Tables: 2014 Cities and Towns at http://www.census.gov/newsroom/press-releases/2015/cb15-
89.html, downloaded January 31, 2016.

® Population projections for Phoenix census tracts. Unpublished data provided by the Maricopa Association of
Governments.
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There are significant differences . L )
in the age distribution across Figure 2: Distribution of Population by Age

Phoenix neighborhoods. In the q
southwestern villages, Laveen,

Maryvale, Estrella, and South Phoenix 27.2% 10.30/-
Mountain, as well as North
Gateway, more than 30 percent
of all residents are younger than . . o

18 years. In both Maryvale and Arizona 24.1% S

Estrella, more than one-in-three

residents are children.
Conversely, relatively larger 0-17 ©18-24 m25-64 m65+

shares of the population are 65
years of age and older in the northern and eastern parts of the City, with more than 11 percent of
residents in the Paradise Valley, Rio Vista, North Mountain, Desert View, and Camelback East
villages in this age group.

Phoenix is more racially diverse than the State as a whole and is majority-minority, meaning that
less than half of the City’s residents are non-Hispanic White. Figure 3 depicts the City’s
racial/ethnic makeup. Between the 2000 and 2010 census, the number of residents in each
racial/ethnic category increased, but there were large differences across groups. The number of
individuals of Asian
descent increased 71

Figure 3: Race/Ethnicity of Phoenix Residents

Asi Black/African percent while the
Slan . . . ..
' American Native number of individuals
; Other, 2.0% 30 ’ . )
White/ ° 33%  6.4% American, | reporting that they were

Caucasian,

1.8% ; .
46.3% White/Caucasian

o increased by only one
Hispanic, | percent. In terms of

40.3% | numbers, the most
significant increase was
in the number of
individuals reporting
Hispanic ethnicity, who
grew by nearly 140,000,
or 31 percent.

This trend is likely to continue as the Hispanic population is significantly younger than the White
population. The median age of the Hispanic population in Phoenix is 25.0 years compared to
42.1 years for White residents. Approximately 55 percent of children in Phoenix are Hispanic.

Phoenix’s racial diversity is also evident in the primary language spoken in City households.
More than one-third of Phoenix households (177,719) primarily speak a language other than
English. Most of these households (136,855) primarily speak Spanish. In three villages —
Maryvale, Estrella, and Central City — more than half of households primarily speak a language
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other than English. Households are considered ‘linguistically isolated” if no one in the
household over the age of 14 years old is reported as speaking English ‘very well’. In Phoenix,
38,334 households, 7.3 percent of all households, are linguistically isolated, with most primarily
speaking Spanish. The number of linguistically isolated households declined more than 25
percent since the 2013 Community Assessment.

Approximately one-in-seven Phoenix residents are not United States citizens (the Census does
not ask whether non-citizens have legal status) compared to about one-in-twelve statewide. In
the Maryvale, Central City, and Estrella villages, more than 20 percent of residents are non-
citizens. The number of non-citizens in Phoenix declined by almost 24,000 (10 percent) since
the 2013 Community Assessment.

Figure 4 compares the ) ) . .
educational levels of Phoenix Figure 4: Highest Educational Attainment,

years to the statewide numbers .
for the same age group. In _
general, the City’s educational | Phoenix | 19.0% — 23.9% SUAKE -
levels are somewhat less than _
the State as a whole. Almost

one-in-five Phoenix residents, Arizona |14.1%  24.5% 34.3% -
19.0 percent, in this age group
have not completed high school
or equivalent, compared to 14.1 Less than HS © HS Grad = Some College = College Grad
percent statewide. Almost
another quarter of the Phoenix population has no education beyond high school. There are
251,588 Phoenix residents with a bachelor’s or higher degree, representing 26.7 percent of all
individuals in this age group, which is only slightly less than the 27.1 percent statewide average.

A greater proportion of Phoenix’s working age population has jobs than the overall State
average, likely due both to the City’s younger population and relatively more job opportunities
than in other parts of Arizona. Of Phoenix residents who are 16 years of age or older, 59.3
percent are employed; statewide, 54.1 percent are employed. These ratios represent reductions
from the 2013 Community Assessment, which found that 62.7 percent of working-age Phoenix
residents and 57.5 percent of working-age Arizonans were employed. In Ahwatukee Foothills,
Deer Valley, Desert View, and North Gateway, more than 65 percent of working age residents
are employed. By comparison, only 42.6 percent of working age residents in Central City are
employed.

The annual median income of Phoenix households is $46,881, which is 6.1 percent less than the
$50,448 statewide median and 12.3 percent less than national median of $53,842. The City’s
median income represents a 4.0 percent reduction from the 2013 Community Assessment.
Figure 5 notes the number of households at various income ranges. Incomes vary widely
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across the City. . ] .
Although households Figure 5: Phoenix Households by Income
earning less than Less than $15.000
$15,000 annually €ss than 2o,
represent only 14.5 $15,000 to $24,999
percent of all Phoenix
households, they $25,000 to $34,999
comprise more than 35 $35,000 to $49,999
percent of Central City
households. At the $50,000 to $74,999 93,306
other end of the $75,000 to $99,999
spectrum, 45.7 percent $100,000 or more 101,726
of Desert View ! ! , !
households earn more 0 25,000 50,000 75,000 100,000 125,000

than $100,000 annually.
Section I1-2: Health Profile

The health of the City’s residents is an important determinant of quality of life. Good health is a
result of a number of factors, including access to routine health care and healthy behaviors.

Health insurance is often a prerequisite to receiving quality healthcare. The federal Affordable
Care Act aimed to increase insurance coverage by expanding Medicaid and establishing a system
of subsidies for low- and moderate-income individuals to purchase coverage through insurance
marketplaces (‘exchanges’). Coverage through both the Medicaid expansion and the federally-
operated exchanges began January 1, 2014. Data from the Census Bureau’s American
Community Survey suggests that these options have reduced the ranks of the uninsured in the
State and City.°

Between 2010 and 2013, the insured rate amongst the City’s residents ranged from 76 to 78
percent. In 2014, the insured rate increased to 82 percent as more than 78,000 residents gained
coverage. Between 2010 and 2014, almost 68,000 Phoenix residents gained private health
insurance coverage and 63,000 gained public health insurance coverage (primarily Medicaid
through the Arizona Health Care Cost Containment System, AHCCCS). Still, more than
276,000 residents remained without health insurance in 2014. The City’s insured rate lags
behind the State’s rate, which was 86 percent in 2014.

Despite improvements in insurance coverage rates, there remain significant differences across
demographic groups. Notably:

e Young adults are least likely to have health insurance. More than 30 percent of residents
between 18 and 24 years of age are without health insurance. The City’s oldest and

® Unlike other analyses of American Community Survey data that use five-year estimates in order to allow for
village-level estimates, this report uses one-year estimates for health insurance coverage in order to evaluate the
impact of the Affordable Care Act.
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youngest residents were most likely to be insured; fewer than three percent of those over
the age of 65 and about nine percent of children under six years of age were uninsured.

e There are significant disparities across racial/ethnic groups. The uninsured rate for
White/Caucasian residents was less than ten percent, but exceeded 25 percent among
Native American and Hispanic residents.

e Nearly half of non-citizens were without health insurance, accounting for almost 40
percent of uninsured Phoenix residents.

e The 42 percent uninsured rate for persons who have not completed high school is seven
times greater than the six percent uninsured rate for persons with at least a bachelor’s
degree.

e Although only half as likely to be uninsured as unemployed persons, 20 percent of
individuals who are working do not have health insurance.
For those able to access healthcare services, Phoenix is home to numerous providers, including:’
e 31 hospitals
o 16 federally qualified health centers
e 329 assisted living centers and homes

e 23 nursing homes
Information regarding the health of the City’s residents comes from a number of sources.

Recognizing that good health begins before birth, the Arizona Department of Health Services
(DHS) tracks various statistics related to Arizona births.®2 There were 23,905 Phoenix births in
2013, an increase of 10.1 percent compared to 2010, but still 7.6 percent less than the 25,859
birth in 2008. Of the 2013 births:

e Only 1.0 percent of mothers did not receive any prenatal care during their pregnancy

e 7.2 percent of newborns were considered low birth-weight

e 9.5 percent of births were to teen mothers, down from 12.6 percent in 2010

e 64.1 percent of births were paid by a public payer (generally the State’s Medicaid
program)

The Big Cities Health Coalition is a project of the National Association of City and County
Health Officials funded by the U.S. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. The project
tracks more than 30 health indicators in 26 cities. Notable findings for Phoenix include:

e The overall mortality rate of 519.8 deaths per 100,000 residents was the lowest among 14
reporting cities.

" Source: http://azdhs.gov/licensing/index.php#databases. Downloaded February 13, 2016.
& Source: http://www.azdhs.gov/plan/report/index.php. Downloaded November 13, 2015.
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e Mortality rates due to cancer (108.4 deaths per 100,000 residents) and heart disease
(106.4) were the lowest amongst the 14 cities that reported data, and diabetes (20.2) was
below average.

e Mortality rates due to homicide (6.7 deaths per 100,000 residents) and firearms (12.2)
were below the unweighted average for reporting cities while motor vehicle deaths (9.1)
were higher than average.

e Only 5.3 percent of adults and 5.4 percent of children received a seasonal flu shot, and
only 0.2 percent of adults over 65 years of age received a pneumonia vaccine. The City’s
pneumonia mortality rate of 28.6 deaths per 100,000 residents was the highest amongst
13 reporting cities.

e The AIDS diagnosis rate was third-lowest of 23 reporting cities, with 14.3 diagnoses per
100,000 residents.

e 24.5 percent of adults are obese, the third highest rate of 10 reporting cities.

e 15.3 percent of adults binge-drank in 2013, significantly less than the 22 percent
unweighted average in the other reporting cities. 16.6 percent of adults currently smoke.

DHS also reports information regarding mortality and causes of death. In 2013, 9,027 deaths
were reported in Phoenix. A comprehensive listing of causes is not provided, but the leading
cause among those listed was cardiovascular disease, which accounted for 25.6 percent of all
deaths. Another 5.3 percent of deaths were drug- or alcohol-related. Suicides were 2.3 percent
of the total, motor vehicle accidents were 1.7 percent, and homicides were 1.3 percent.

The Arizona Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System (BRFSS) is a telephone survey
administered by DHS and partially funded by the federal Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention. The 2012 survey included 2,600 respondents in the greater Phoenix area. Notable
highlights include:

e Eighty-three (83) percent stated their health was good, very good, or excellent.
e Almost 60 percent had a body mass index (BMI) considered overweight or obese.

e About three-quarters of women over the age of 50 years had a mammogram within the
past two years, a similar proportion of women over 18 years had a pap test within the past
three years, almost 70 percent of adults over 50 years had ever had a sigmoidoscopy or
colonoscopy, and about two-thirds had visited a dentist or dental clinic within the past
year.

According to American Community Survey data, 141,878 Phoenix residents — 9.5 percent — have
a disability. The most prevalent disability is an ambulatory difficulty (73,398), followed by
cognitive difficulty (56,427), independent living difficulty (49,648), hearing difficulty (36,688),
self-care difficulty (28,190), and vision difficulty (27,852).°

Additional detail for the information presented in this Section is provided in Appendix J.

? Individuals may have multiple disabilities so these are duplicated counts.
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Section 1-3: Education Profile

Phoenix residents have a variety of options across the education continuum. State law
establishes ‘open enrollment’, which allows students to apply for admission to any public school,
based on available classroom space.'® Additionally, there are numerous charter and private
schools located in Phoenix. There is similar diversity in higher education options, including
public community colleges and universities, as well as private technical colleges and universities.

Primary and Secondary Education

According to the City of Phoenix, there are 30 school districts whose boundaries extend at least
partially into the City." These include 21 elementary districts, 4 high school districts, 4 unified
districts offering kindergarten through high school, and the Maricopa County Regional School
District. In general, the southern part of the City has non-unified elementary and high school
districts while the northern portion is served by unified districts. In several instances, only a
small portion of the City falls into a district’s boundaries. In a couple of cases, part of Phoenix is
covered by a district’s boundaries, but the district does not have any schools actually located
within the City. According to the Arizona Department of Education (ADE), there are 269
traditional public schools physically located in Phoenix.'? These schools reported total
enrollment of nearly 195,000 students.®* Additionally, Arizona is a national leader in school
choice and there are more than 550 public charter schools operating in the State, including 146
within the City. Almost 40,000 students attend these schools.

Arizona schools have been challenged in recent years by funding reductions as the State has
contended with historic declines in tax revenues. According to the Arizona Joint Legislative
Budget Committee (JLBC), State funding for education declined 19.5 percent, from $5.1 billion
to $4.0 billion between the high water funding year of fiscal year 2008 and fiscal year 2012.
Since then, funding has increased to an estimated $4.7 billion in fiscal year 2016.

Additionally, a special election has been scheduled for May 17, 2016 to decide a legislative
referendum to increase funding for education. Proposition 123 — the Arizona Education Finance
Amendment — would increase distributions from the State’s Permanent Land Endowment Trust
Fund by $3.5 billion over ten years and direct these funds to public schools.

Overall, the JLBC reports the State is providing $4,242 per student in fiscal year 2016, compared
to an inflation adjusted $4,949 in fiscal year 2008. When adjusting for inflation, the JLBC
reports that funding has declined 25.0 percent during the period. When local and federal funds
are included, schools receive $9,078 per student, compared to $9,574 in fiscal year 2008.

1% Arizona Revised Statutes § 15-816.01.

1 Source: http://phoenix.gov/residents/education/schools/schooldistricts/index.html. Accessed October 21, 2015.
12 Source: http://www.ade.az.gov/edd/default.asp. Searched for schools located in “Phoenix”. Accessed October
21, 2015.

3 Source: http://iwww.azed.gov/research-evaluation/arizona-enrollment-figures/.

¥ Source: http://iwww.azleg.gov/jlbc/allfunding.pdf. Accessed October 21, 2015.
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Like Phoenix residents overall, students in schools within the City are a diverse group. Figure 6
compares the racial/ethnic composition of students attending traditional public schools and
public charter schools within the City to the overall total.

Figure 6: Racial/Ethnic Composition of Students
Attending Public Schools in Phoenix

Asian
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Native American
White/Caucasian
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As seen in the chart, Hispanic students comprise more than 60 percent of enrollment in Phoenix
schools, White students less than 27 percent, and Black students about seven percent. Racial
composition varies widely across districts. Consistent with demographic trends, school districts
located primarily in the southern part of the City are largely non-White while schools in the
northern portion of the City are majority White. Of the 19 elementary school districts in
Phoenix, 16 are at least 75 percent non-White; the exceptions are Madison, Kyrene, and
Washington. In contrast, the Phoenix schools in the unified districts serving the northern parts of
the City are majority White, except for Glendale Union, which is 40 percent White.

The chart also shows there are noticeable differences in school selection across racial and ethnic
groups. In relative terms, White students are significantly more likely to attend charter schools,
where they comprise 38.3 percent of enroliment compared to 24.2 percent of traditional school
enrollment. Conversely, Hispanic and Native American students are comparatively more likely
to attend traditional schools.

Many students have special needs. Figure 7 notes the proportion of students who receive free or
reduced lunch, are English language learners, or receive special education services.

Figure 7: Counts of Students in Public Schools Located Within City of Phoenix
All Public Schools  Traditional Schools  Charter Schools
Count % Count % Count %
Total Students 233,897 194,742 39,155
Free/Reduced Lunch 140,719  60.2% 120,941 62.1% 19,778  50.5%
English Language Learner 24,698  10.6% 22,117 11.4% 2,581 6.6%
Special Education 24,578 10.5% 21,563 11.1% 3015 7.7%
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As the table demonstrates, more than 60 percent of students in Phoenix schools receive free or
reduced price lunches, meaning their families’ incomes are less than 185 percent of the federal
poverty level, which translates to $37,200 for a family of three in the current school year. In
several districts in the southern and western parts of the City, more than 80 percent of students
qualify for free or reduced lunches. More than ten percent of all students are English Language
Learners (ELL) and more than ten percent receive special education services. Notably, both ELL
and special education students are much more likely to attend traditional district schools than
charter schools.

Additionally there are nearly 12,000 children experiencing homelessness who attend school
districts or charter providers with schools in Phoenix as noted in Figure 8.%> There are 2,943

children experiencing homelessness in the
Maricopa County Regional District. Other
districts with large populations of homeless

Figure 8: Number of Phoenix School
Children Experiencing Homelessness, 2014

students are Roosevelt Elementary (909), School District 10,787
. . Charter Schools 1,119
Washington Elementary (854), Glendale Union Total 11.906

High School (607), and Phoenix Union High
School (589).

There are a variety of ways to measure the performance of schools. ADE has established a
system that seeks to incorporate many of these metrics and produce a single A through F letter
grade. The formula takes into account Arizona Instrument to Measure Standards (AIMS) scores,
the percent of ELL students reclassified, high schools’ graduation and drop-out rates, academic
growth amongst all students, and academic growth amongst the bottom quartile of students.®® A
somewhat different formula is utilized for alternative schools. Figure 9 notes the distribution of
grades for schools in Phoenix.

Comparing traditional and Figure 9: Distribution of School Grades,
charter schools, greater Schools in Phoenix w/ Grades in 2014
proportions of charters schools 7
score high ‘A’ grades and low Al | 17.9% 35.3% 36.8%  10W0%
‘D’ grades while larger shares 1

f traditional schools rate ‘B’
o ?g,t;razez? e Charter | 20.4%  227% | 286% [RNSR
significant variation across .
districts, even among Traditional [141%  39.5% 05% GG
neighboring districts. For
example, all five Osborn _ A B C mD
Elementary schools in Phoenix

all have an ‘A’ or ‘B’ while 10 of 12 Phoenix Elementary schools have ‘C’ or ‘D’ grades.

1> The data is available at the district or charter holder, rather than school, level so this count includes all children in
a district with a school located within the City. Since some districts and charter holders have schools outside of the
City, the counts will be somewhat overstated.

16 _aws 2015, Chapter 76 prohibits the assignment of letter grades in the 2014-15 and 2105-16 school years and
requires the development of a new framework for assignment of letter grades.
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The Arizona Department of Education calculates graduation rates for all traditional and charter
high schools in the State. Its data indicates the five-year graduation rate for the class of 2014
was 80.2 percent.” High schools located in Phoenix had a 77.2 percent graduation rate as
detailed in Figure 10."®

Figure 10: Five-Year Graduation Rates for Class of 2014, by Select Groups
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The table shows traditional schools have significantly higher graduation rates than charter
schools overall. However, there is wide variation across charter schools; of the 57 charter high
schools in Phoenix, 12 have graduation rates that exceed 90 percent. Graduation rates for Native
American, Hispanic, and Black students lag those of Asian and Caucasian students. Students
who are economically disadvantaged or who have disabilities generally have lower graduation
rates.

School-level detail for the information presented in this Section is provided in Appendix C.

7 Source: http://www.azed.gov/research-evaluation/graduation-rates/. Downloaded October 20, 2015.

18 ADE assigns students to their high school ‘cohort’ based on the school where the student entered high school
regardless of whether they change to or graduate from a different school. Additional information at
http://www.azed.gov/research-evaluation/files/2012/08/gradratetechnicalmanual.pdf.
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Post-Secondary Education

Phoenix residents seeking post-secondary education have a large and diverse number of options.
The Maricopa County Community College District is the largest in the country, with 10
campuses serving more than 230,000 students in fiscal year 2013. The District serves recent
high school graduates as well as those seeking to gain occupational skills and lifelong education.
Overall, the District offers almost 1,000 occupational programs (degrees and certificates), 31
academic associate degrees, and 981 courses.”® The District awarded more than 24,000
certificates and associate degrees in fiscal year 2013.

Figure 11: FY 2013 Enrollment for
Four of the District’s campuses are located in Phoenix: Community Colleges in Phoenix
Gateway, Paradise Valley, Phoenix, and South Gateway 10,962
Mountain. Figure 11 reports fiscal year 2013 Paradise Valley 14,380
enrollment figures for these campuses, which has Phoenix 19,476
declined 11 percent over the past ten years.? South Mountain 7338

Each of the State’s three public universities — Arizona State University (ASU), the University of
Arizona (U of A), and Northern Arizona University (NAU) has some presence in Phoenix. ASU
has a downtown Phoenix campus, which includes colleges of law, nursing, teaching, journalism,
and public programs. The University of Arizona opened a medical school in Phoenix in 2007.
NAU has partnerships with several community colleges allowing students to complete two years
at the community college and two years with NAU on the same campus.

Phoenix is also home to 75 private vocational programs and degree-granting institutions licensed
by the Arizona State Board for Private Postsecondary Education ranging from small specialized
schools in areas such as massage therapy and polygraph science, to large universities such as the
University of Phoenix and Grand Canyon University.*

Section 1-4: Economic Profile

Phoenix’s economy is large and diverse. The greater Phoenix area economy supports jobs at all
skill levels and educational requirements in a variety of industries, as illustrated in Figure 12.2
Using federal Bureau of Labor Statistics industry definitions, the greater Phoenix area’s largest
industry by employment is trade, transportation, and utilities (more than 60 percent of this
industry is comprised of retail jobs and wholesale trade accounts for more than 20 percent),
followed by professional and business services (with the largest share in administrative services),
education and health services, and government.

19 Source: http://www.maricopa.edu/about/index.php. Accessed November 25, 2015.

20 Source: https://www.maricopa.edu/sites/default/filess CAFR%20FY 1213.pdf. Accessed November 25, 2015

21 Source: http://archiveppse.az.gov/Licensee/LicenseeSearch.aspx with City and “Phoenix” filters. Downloaded
February 14, 2016.

22 Source: Query from http://azstats.gov/ces-data-query-tool/, downloaded October 24, 2015. Statistics presented
encompass the Phoenix-Mesa-Glendale Metropolitan Statistical Area, which includes Maricopa and Pinal Counties.
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Figure 12: 2015 Employment by Industry in Phoenix MSA | 2015 marked the fifth
Industr Total % consecutive year of job
Natural Resources and Mining 3,400 0.2% growth in the greater Phognlx
Construction 101,400  5.3% | area. More than 180,000 jobs
Manufacturing 117,100 6.1% h?"e been added since 2009,
Trade, Transportation and Utilities 373,100 19.6% \é\gtt\t]vsgr?ltj\?\/log;g\cljvmrgg
Information 35,400 1.9% ercent. With this growth, the
Financial Activities 167,400  8.8% fe e eﬁectivegl !
Professional and Business Services 320,700 16.8% regovere 4 the iobs th);t were
Education and Health Services 279,600 14.7% lost during th eJ Great
Leisure and Hospitality 205,300  10.8% Recessiong Wit e 2015
Other Services (except Public Admin.) 68,200 3.6% '
Government 234,300 12.3% emplqyment total nea_rly
Total 1 906’000 equaling the peak set in 2007.
Note: numbers do not sum due to rounding

The jobs recovery has been uneven, however. Construction and manufacturing jobs remain 44
percent and 16 percent, respectively, below their 2006 high points. Job gains have occurred
primarily in the health services/social assistance (net gain of 55,500 jobs since 2007) and
education (15,000) sectors as well as accommodations/food services (14,100) and
finance/insurance (13,700). Additional industry data is provided in Appendix D.

Despite the growth in jobs, wages in the Phoenix area have been stagnant since 2011. According
to federal Bureau of Labor Statistics” occupational employment statistics, the region’s median
wage was $16.91 per hour in 2011 and $16.90 in 2014 (the most recent year available).”®

The State’s Employment and Population Statistics office forecasts continued job growth in the
greater Phoenix area over the coming decade. Its most recent report estimates that the region
will experience 2.3 percent annual growth between 2012 and 2022, adding 355,500 jobs.*
Figure 13 presents this estimate by industry.

As the chart illustrates, the professional and business services sector is projected to add the most
jobs (84,000) over this period, followed by educational and health services (70,500); trade,
transportation, and utilities (53,100), and construction (41,100).

2% Source: http://www.bls.gov/oes/tables.htm. Data for May 2011 and May 2014 for the Phoenix-Mesa-Glendale
metropolitan statistical area.
2 Source: https://laborstats.az.gov/sites/default/files/documents/files/ifor-04-2012t02022-report.pdf.
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Figure 13: Projected Job Growth in Phoenix MSA,
from 2012 to 2022 by Industry
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Figure 14: Educational Requirements for Projected This report did not
New Jobs in Phoenix MSA, 2010 - 2020 include the educational
requirements for the
Bachelor's Graduate projected new jobs, but a

degree, 4% separate report forecasting

Some post degree, 13%

high job growth between 2014
school/ and 2016 showed that the
college,— Phoenix economy is

12% projected to provide
opportunities for
individuals with a variety
of skills and educational
backgrounds.”® As shown
in Figure 14, more than
70 percent of new jobs
created between 2014 and
2016 require no more than a high school diploma. Seventeen (17) percent of the forecasted jobs
are in occupations that require a bachelor’s or higher degree.

High school
or less, 71%

Information collected by the Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG) provides insight into
the employers located within the City. The database includes information from employers with
at least five employees. The 2014 database includes 16,870 employers located within the City of
Phoenix that collectively employ more than 615,000 individuals.?®

%% Source: 2014-2016 Phoenix MSA Occupation Projections Tables & Graphs from
https://laborstats.az.gov/employment-forecasts.

%Source: MAG employer survey. The contents of this report reflect the views of the Licensee who is responsible
for the facts and accuracy of the data presented herein. The contents do not necessarily reflect the official views or
policies of MAG and have not been approved or endorsed by MAG. The methodology used to construct the
database has changed since the 2010 database used in the previous Community Assessment so reported figures
cannot be compared to the previous report.
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Figure 15 reports jobs
by employer size.
Although more than 70

Figure 15: Total Jobs in Phoenix by Employer Size
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LIEJ 500+ are responsible for

| . most Phoenix jobs.

0 50,000 100,000 150,000 200,000 | Firmswith at least 25
employees represent

less than 30 percent of Phoenix businesses, but are responsible for more than 80 percent of the
jobs in the City. According to the MAG employer data, the three largest employers in Phoenix
are governments, led by the State and followed by the City and Maricopa County. The ten
largest private employers are Banner Health, Honeywell, American Express, Wells Fargo, Bank
of America, Grand Canyon University, Fry’s Food Stores, JP Morgan Chase, Wal-Mart, and U-
Haul.

The MAG employer database illustrates the major employment centers within the City. The
Central City village has the greatest number of jobs as it encompasses downtown Phoenix and
Sky Harbor Airport, and it has access from Interstates 10 and 17 and State Route 51. The next
largest numbers of jobs are in Camelback East (which includes the Biltmore Corridor), Deer
Valley (with major employers including American Express and Mayo Clinic, and South
Mountain (which benefits from its proximity to Sky Harbor). The areas with the fewest jobs are
the far northern (Rio Vista and North Gateway) and southern (Laveen and Ahwatukee Foothills)
villages. Appendix D details employer and employee counts by industry and firm size across
villages.

The City’s unemployment rate has been declining since exceeding 10 percent in late 2009 and
early 2010. The trend over the past eight years is displayed in Figure 16.%" In January 2008 (one
month after the technical beginning of the Great Recession), the unemployment rate was four
percent. The City’s rate grew nearly uninterrupted for two years, peaking in November 2009 at
10.3 percent. Since that time the rate has trended downward, reaching 5.2 percent in November
2015.

2" Source: Query from http://azstats.gov/laus-data-query-tool/, downloaded October 24, 2012. Seasonally adjusted
rates are not available at the city level so presented figures are not seasonally adjusted.
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Figure 16: Unemployment Rate,
Jan. 2008 - Nov. 2015 (seasonally adjusted)
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Job loss has affected residents in all regions of the City. In July 2012, 18,495 Phoenix residents
received unemployment insurance (Ul) benefits, a 336 percent increase over the 4,241 recipients
in July 2008.% Because there are many individuals who either do not qualify or have exhausted
their benefits,?® undercount the true number of individuals unable to find work. Ul claimant
counts by village are included in Appendix D.

Section I-5: Housing Profile

The City has significant stocks of both rental and owner-occupied housing. American
Community Survey estimates indicate 54.3 percent of Phoenix residents live in owner-occupied

housing.® In four villages — Central City, Encanto, Alhambra, and Camelback East — more than
half of residents live in rental property.

The State and City real estate market was one of the biggest casualties of the Great Recession.
Between 2006 and 2011, the median price of single family home resales declined 61 percent.*
The number of home foreclosures increased 373 percent between 2007 and 2011. ‘Normal’
resales and new homes have generally increased since that time, while foreclosures have
declined. Sales prices have steadily increased.

Figure 17 notes the number of single family home sales in Phoenix since 2000 and illustrates the
City’s housing sales in recent years. After several fairly steady years to begin the decade, the

%8 Source: Department of Economic Security, Division of Employment and Rehabilitation Services.

2 Unemployment benefits are typically available for up to 26 weeks. However, a series of federal extensions
temporarily increased the limit to as much as 99 weeks. These extensions have all expired.

% See Appendix A for discussion of the American Community Survey. Appendix E includes owner-occupied and
renter-occupied housing for each village.

% Citywide home sales, home price, and foreclosure data taken from Arizona State University’s Arizona Real Estate
Center at http://realty.wpcarey.asu.edu/arec/market_update.html#affordability. Accessed November 19, 2012.
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number of single family home resales jumped from about 20,000 in 2003 to more than 30,000 in
2005. The near-collapse of the housing market pushed that number to less than 15,000 in 2007.
Sales then rose to nearly 35,000 as distressed homeowners sold their homes and banks unloaded

foreclosure properties. . . . . .

In fact, foreclosures in Figure 17: Single Family Home Sales in Phoenix,

Phoenix increased 2000 - 2014

more than five-fold in 40,000

one year, from 2,395 35000

in 2007 to 12,165 in A /
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more than doubled 5,000 __er=d__
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foreclosures makes

clear, the onset of the recession and accompanying job losses resulted in a large number of
individuals and families unable to make their mortgage payments, especially those who had
anticipated home equity growth to allow them to refinance. This has had a profound impact on

Figure 18: Median Single Family Home Sale Prices
in Phoenix, 2000 - 2014
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homes prices have increased in each of the past three years.

home prices as
illustrated in Figure 18.
Between 2000 and
2006, the City
experienced nearly
uninterrupted growth in
housing prices with the
median prices for both
new and resold homes
roughly doubling. From
2007 to 2011, the
median price of home
resales in Phoenix
declined from $220,000
to $85,000. As
foreclosures have
become a smaller
proportion of resales,
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Arizona State University’s Arizona Real Estate Center (AREC) maintains an ‘affordability
index’ to measure the extent to which an individual with average earnings can afford an average
priced home. An index value of 100 indicates an individual earning the median income for a
given area can afford the median priced home in that area. An index below 100 means an
individual with average earnings cannot afford a median priced home; for example an index of
90 means the median income provides only 90 percent of what is necessary for the median priced
home. An index above 100 indicates median earnings are more than enough to afford a median
priced home. The greater Phoenix area is largely considered to be affordable with an index score
of 166.7, although this score has been declining as home prices have increased.

As home prices declined after 2007 rental housing prices in the greater Phoenix area increased
markedly, presumably
due to growth in Figure 19: Fair Market Rent for a Two-Bedroom
ﬂemand as foLmer Home in Phoenix MSA, 2000 - 2016
omeowners became
renters. As home $1,200
prices have increased, $1,000
rental costs have been $800 o~ ~
more stable in recent
years. The fair market $600
rental cost for a two-
person home in the $400
greater Phoenix area is $200
disgzlayed in Figure $0
19.% As he chart 2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016
illustrates, the fair
market rent, which
includes utilities, is $903 in 2016.

Section 1-6: Public Safety Profile

Mirroring national and state trends, the City of Phoenix experienced a significant reduction in
crime in between 2000 and 2011. However, crime rates in the City increased in the last three
years and remain notably higher than the rest of the State. Further, crime is not evenly
distributed across the City, but is concentrated in lower-income South Phoenix neighborhoods.

Figures 20 and 21, respectively, summarize violent and property crime rates for the United
States, Arizona, and Phoenix from 2000 to 2011* Detailed information is included in Appendix
F. Violent crimes include murder and non-negligent manslaughter, forcible rape, robbery, and

% Source: U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development. http://www.huduser.org/portal/datasets/fmr.html.
Accessed November 20, 2015. Fair Market Rents are currently established at the 40" percentile; that is, the dollar
amount below which 40 percent of rental housing units are rented.

% Information from the FBI’s Uniform Crime Reporting Statistics, retrieved from http://www.fbi.gov/about-
us/cjis/ucr/ucr. National data comes from Table 1, State data from Table 5, and City data from Table 8.
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aggravated_ assault Ropbery and Figure 20: Violent Crime Rates
assault typically comprise 90 (per 100,000 Residents), 2000 - 2014
percent or more of the crimes in 1.000
this category. As Figure 20 o’
illustrates, violent crime rates 3 800
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particular, the City has experienced | & 200
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suggested that the increases may

reflect a rebound from historically low levels as well as efforts to improve reporting by
undocumented immigrants and victims of domestic violence.** Despite this increase, the violent
crime rate in Phoenix remains 22.5 percent below the 2000 rate.

Property crimes include burglary,

Figure 21: Property Crime Rates larceny/theft, and automobile
(per 100,000 Residents), 2000 - 2014 theft. Figure 21 shows property
crime rates have declined

/\ substantially in the State and City
6,000 +—_==o_ of Phoenix since 2000 and,

~ ‘~.~\A although the violent crime rate has
4,000 === stagnated or increased in recent

----- Nty years, the property crime rate has
2.000 continued to decline. Since 2000,
the City’s property crime rate has
0 fallen by a remarkable 43.9

2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 | Percent. In particular, automobile
——US. === Ariz. Phx. theft has declined 68 percent.

8,000

Crimes per 100,000 Residents

Figures 20 and 21 show crime rates in Phoenix are notably higher than the statewide and national
rates. This reflects national trends, with crime rates higher in major urban centers than in
suburban and rural areas. In comparison to the other nine largest cities in the country, Phoenix is
fairly average, as shown in Figure 22.

¥ Hensley, JJ. “Violent Crime up in Phoenix area in 2012.” Arizona Republic. November 10, 2013.
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In terms of violent crime, Phoenix
has the sixth-highest rate, which is
21.1 percent lower than the total
rate within the group. The City’s
property crime rate is 37.1 percent
higher than the total for the group
and third highest.

Crime is not distributed equally
across the City, as illustrated by
Figure 23.% For example, the
highest village violent crime rate
(1,534 crimes per 100,000 residents
in Central City) is 17 times higher
than the lowest village violent crime
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Figure 22: 2014 Crime Rates (per 100,000 Residents)

New York
Los Angeles
Chicago
Houston
Philadelphia
Phoenix
San Antonio
San Diego
Dallas

San Jose

Total

in Ten Largest U.S. Cities
Violent Crime Property Crime

597 1,602
491 2,128
884 3,126
991 4,694
1,021 3,388
572 3,724
539 5,418
381 1,959
665 3,589
321 2,434
725 2,716

rate (Desert View with 17 crimes per 100,000 residents). The ratios are similarly stark for

property crimes.

Ahwatukee Foothills
Alhambra
Camelback East
Central City
Deer Valley
Desert View
Encanto
Estrella

Laveen
Maryvale

North Gateway
North Mountain
Paradise Valley
Rio Vista

South Mountain

Figure 23: 2015 Crime Rates (per 100,000 Residents) by Village

0 1,000
Violent Crime

T

2,000 3,000 4,000 5,000 6,000 7,000
® Property Crime

% Data taken from http://www.raidsonline.com/gridstat/, to which the Phoenix Police Department and other law
enforcement agencies report data. Calendar year 2015 summary data by police beat was retrieved on February 13,
2016. Although the data is primarily fed from the Phoenix Police Department, it is noted that this compilation may
differ from the Department’s official counts and classifications, but the Police Department data was not made
available for detailed geographic areas. Finally, rates are reported as a ratio to 100,000 residents to allow for
comparisons to FBI data, but it is noted that several village areas have fewer than 100,000 residents.
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Generally, the southern areas of the City have significantly higher crime rates than other areas,
with the Central City, Encanto, and Alhambra villages in the central part of the City respectively
ranking one, two, and three in almost every category of violent and property crime. As noted
earlier, these are also among the areas of the City with the highest poverty rates. In contrast, the
more affluent areas of the City, including the three northernmost villages (Rio Vista, North
Gateway, and Desert View) and Ahwatukee Foothills in the southeast, have the lowest crime
rates. Appendix F details crime counts and rates by type and village.

The City has established a number of emphases related to crime. The Police Department’s Chief
has outlined five main areas of focus: crime suppression, community engagement, technology,
training, and hiring.%* In 2013, the City convened a domestic violence work group that created a
strategic plan with five “pillars”: increasing community awareness and advocacy, making
Phoenix a national model, reforming the justice system to focus on domestic violence, ensuring
coordination of the service delivery system, and developing community partnerships to end
domestic violence.®” A human trafficking task force was created in December 2013 and
developed a strategic plan covering four areas: community awareness and outreach, training, law
enforcement collaboration, and victim services improvements.*

Section I-7: Community Resources Profile

Befitting its status as the nation’s sixth-largest city and the political and economic capitol of
Arizona, the City of Phoenix boasts numerous world-class educational, cultural, and performing
arts institutions; several professional sports franchises; an expansive parks system and diverse
outdoor activity opportunities; and myriad entertainment options. The City is also home to a
great number of civic and faith-based organizations.

In addition to the numerous social services discussed elsewhere in this report, the City itself is
responsible for operating or providing a wide array of services, including:

e 182 city parks

e 41,000 acres of desert parks and preserves with 200 miles of trails

e 31 recreation and community centers

e 29 swimming pools

e Sky Harbor, one of the top ten busiest airports in the country

e Phoenix Workforce Connection, including two comprehensive sites, four affiliate sites,
and 25 access points.

e 17 public libraries

e Five museums and historical sites

*® https://www.phoenix.gov/police/executive. Accessed February 6, 2016.

%7 https://www.phoenix.gov/humanservicessite/Documents/104133.pdf. Accessed February 6, 2016.

% https://www.phoenix.gov/district2site/Documents/City%200f%20Phoenix%20COMPASS%20Plan.pdf.
Accessed February 6, 2016.
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e Two arts centers and a children’s chorus

e Five 18-hole golf courses and three nine-hole courses

e The Japanese Friendship Garden, Latino Institute, and Irish Cultural Center

Appendix K includes a map noting the locations of the City’s parks, recreation and community
centers, pools, and golf courses.

According to the Association of Religion Data Archives, there were 2,299 religious
congregations representing 139 religious bodies in Maricopa County in 2010.*° The City has a
20-member Faith-Based Initiatives Work Group that facilitates collaboration between the City
and its many faith communities. Current faith-based initiatives include neighborhood
transformation, individual and family stability, seniors, an earned income tax credit campaign,
heat relief, financial education classes, and the homeless street count.

Arizona 2-1-1’s website, http://www.cir.org, provides a comprehensive searchable database of
social services providers. Categories include adoption and foster care, caregiver services,
clothing, disability related services, domestic violence services, education, employment services,
family services, financial services, food/meals, health and dental care, home services, housing,
legal assistance, mental health and substance abuse treatment, veterans services, refugee
services, senior services, transportation, and utility assistance.

% Source: http://www.thearda.com/rcms2010/r/c/04/rcms2010_04013_county name_2010.asp. Accessed
December 1, 2012.
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Part Il: Human Services Department and the Populations It Serves

To achieve its mission to “improve the quality of life for Phoenix residents through innovative
social services, educational and victim advocacy programs, collaborations and partnerships”, the
City of Phoenix’s Human Services Department (HSD) provides an extensive array of services

that include:

e Early Head Start and Head Start

e Emergency assistance services, including utility, eviction prevention, and move-in cost

assistance

e Senior centers

e Homeless services, including operation of the Watkins Emergency Shelter and delivery
of summer and winter respite programs

e Crime victim services through the Family Advocacy Center

These programs collectively form an important part of the social safety net for vulnerable

individuals and those in need.

The Human Services Department provides assistance to tens of thousands of Phoenix residents
every year, spanning the age spectrum from infants and toddlers to seniors, including low-
income individuals and families, persons experiencing homelessness, and victims of violence.
Additionally, a number of State and federal programs are also available to aid individuals and
families in need. Appendix G details village-level caseload estimates for most of the programs

discussed in this Part.

Section 11-1: Individuals and Families Living in Poverty

More than 350,000 Phoenix residents, 23.2 percent of the City’s Figure 24: 2015 Federal

population, live in poverty. Figure 24 notes the 2015 federal
poverty level (FPL) for families of various sizes.** The FPL is

used for the purposes of eligibility for many government Family Poverty

Figure 25: MIT Living Wage Calculator

for Greater Phoenix
Family Type Living Wage
1 Adult $22,194
1 Adult, 1 Child $47,216
1 Adult, 2 Children $58,947
1 Adult, 3 Children $78,125
2 Adults $36,920
2 Adults (1 works), 1 Child $44,595
2 Adults (1 works), 2 Children  $50,107

Poverty Levels
programs, but a Size Guideline
number of 1 $11,770
commentators 2 $15,930
have suggested the 3 $20,090
FPL is inadequate 4a $24,250
for identifying S $28,410
individuals and ®add $4,160 for each add’l person

families in need.
Rather, they argue a ‘living wage’ that reflects the
income required to meet minimum standards of
living should serve as the benchmark.

%0 «Annual Update of the HHS Poverty Guidelines.” Federal Register 80:14 (January 22, 2015) p. 3236.
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To that end, the Massachusetts Institute of Technology (MIT) has developed a living wage
calculator that considers the cost of housing, food, medical care, transportation, and child care in
a given area. The calculator also accounts for differences in family composition. Figure 25
presents the living wage calculator for several family types in the greater Phoenix area.*!
Comparing the two measures, the living wage calculator yields much greater income
requirements. For example, a single person is above the poverty line if they earn more than
$11,770, but the living wage is almost twice as much — $22,194. The differences are even
greater for families, particularly those with children. Nevertheless, many HSD programs use the
federal poverty level, or some percentage thereof, to determine program eligibility.

Demographics of Individuals and Families Living in Poverty
The City’s 23.2 percent poverty rate is considerably higher than the 18.9 percent statewide

poverty rate. Over the past five years, the poverty rate has changed little, ranging from 22.5
percent to 24.1 percent. Rates of poverty vary widely across the City as depicted in Figure 26.

Figure 26: Poverty Rate by Village

Central City 49.0% Encanto 28.9% Paradise Valley 11.1%
Maryvale 35.3% North Mountain ~ 21.8% Rio Vista 6.8%
Alhambra 34.5% Camelback East 21.7% Ahwatukee Foothills 5.9%
South Mountain  30.9% Laveen 14.9% Desert View 5.9%
Estrella 30.0% Deer Valley 11.3% North Gateway 5.2%

In five villages, more than 30 percent of residents live in poverty, including nearly half of those
in Central City, while the poverty rate is less than ten percent in four other villages. Compared
to the City’s overall poverty rate, six villages have higher than average rates and nine have lower
than average rates.

Poverty in Phoenix is

inversely proportional to Figure 27: Phoenix Poverty Rates by Age Group

age; that is, poverty

decreases as age Under 5 35.7%
increases. Children are

significantly more likely 17 4%

to live in poverty than 18-24

adults or seniors, with

children under five years 25-54

of age experiencing the

highest poverty rates. S5+

Figure 27 illustrates the 0%

10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40%
rate of poverty among

5%

1 Source: http://livingwage.mit.edu/metros/38060. Accessed October 19, 2015.
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various age groups. As the chart demonstrates, more than one-in-three children in Phoenix live in
poverty, including 35.7 percent of children under five years of age, who are almost three times
more likely to live in poverty than individuals over 55 years of age.

Figure 28: Phoenix Poverty Rates by
Household Type

Family: Married couple

As shown in Figure 28,
household composition is
a strong predictor of

Fam: Female HH'er; no husband

Family: Male HH'er; no wife

Non-Family: Female householder

Non-Family: Male householder

poverty. Households
31.1% headed by unmarried
females are far more
6.1%| |ikely to be living below
the poverty line than any
other household type.
19.3% More than one-in-three-

21.59

10%

20'% 30%  40% of such households are in
poverty. In comparison,

only 10.7 percent of homes headed by a married couple live in poverty.

There are also significant
differences in poverty rates
across racial groups as
depicted in Figure 29.
Poverty rates for the Native
American, Hispanic, and
Black populations exceed
30 percent, compared to
14.6 percent for the Asian
population and 11.9
percent for the White
population. The 37.7
percent poverty rate for

White/Caucasian

Figure 29: Phoenix Poverty Rates by Race

Asian
Black/African American .6%
Hispanic 35.2%
Native American 34.2%

Other

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40%

non-citizens is nearly twice as high as the 20.8 percent rate for citizens.

Figure 30: Phoenix Poverty Rates by Education

Less than high school
High school graduate
Some college

Bachelor's or higher

There is a predictable
correlation between
educational attainment
4% | and poverty as shown in
Figure 30. More than 37
percent of residents who
have not completed high
school live in poverty.
Each successive level of
educational attainment
significantly reduces the

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% | likelihood of living in
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poverty, with fewer than six percent of college graduates in poverty.

The five-year American Community Survey estimates do not include counts of the language
spoken at home or linguistic isolation data amongst households in poverty. It does provide
estimates of the primary language spoken by all individuals who are at least five years of age and
living in poverty. Of these more than 300,000 individuals, the majority (51.8 percent) speak
Spanish while 45.1 percent speak English only and the balance speaks some other language.

Select Supports Available to Individuals and Families Living in Poverty

There are a variety of government programs that provide assistance to low-income individuals

and families. Responsibility for these programs is divided amongst the federal, State, and City
governments. Many of these programs, however, reach only a fraction of those residents living
in poverty.

State government is responsible for administering a number of assistance programs, including
health care, income supports, food assistance, child care, child protection and child welfare
services, and crisis services. Historically, social services in Arizona have been fairly limited,
though health care is a notable exception, and program cuts necessitated by declining revenues
have further reduced these programs.

Due to the high cost of health care, many low-income individuals would not be able to access
these services without public assistance. The primary health care program for low-income
individuals is Medicaid, which is jointly funded by the federal government and the states and
administered by the states operating within federal requirements. The Arizona Health Care Cost
Containment System (AHCCCS) is responsible for administering Arizona’s Medicaid program.

Figure 31 presents AHCCCS acute plan enrollment for all eligibility groups in September of
2008 through 2015 for Maricopa County.*

Figure 31: AHCCCS Acute Care Enrollment
in Maricopa County, 2008 - 2015 (Sept.)

1,000,000
800,000

600,000
400,000 -
200,000 -
0 - . 1 . l . ] .

2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

“2 Sources: Enrollment Reports by Health Plan Historical Index from the AHCCCS Document Archive at
https://archive.azahcccs.gov/. Accessed February 13, 2016.
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Enrollment of Maricopa County residents in AHCCCS acute plans grew 32 percent between
2008 and 2011 due to the recession and weak recovery. In 2012 and 2013, though, the caseload
declined, primarily due to a ‘freeze’ in enrollments for childless adults beginning in July 2011.
As noted previously in this report, Arizona took advantage of the Affordable Care Act option to
expand the program, resulting in enrollment growth of more than 35 percent between 2013 and
2015.

In addition to the traditional Medicaid program, AHCCCS was responsible for administering the
KidsCare program, which provided health insurance coverage to children with family income
above the Medicaid program requirements (133 percent of the FPL for children under six years
of age and 100 percent of the FPL for children six years and older) and below 200 percent of the
FPL. Enrollment in that program, which covered more than 40,000 children in Maricopa County
in 2008, was frozen in January 2010.

A more limited program, titled KidsCare Il and with a family income limit of 175 percent of the
FPL and an enrollment cap, was established with enrollment beginning in June 2012. That
program was terminated January 31, 2014 with the expectation that these children and their
families could access subsidized health insurance through the exchange. The elimination of
KidsCare Il leaves Arizona as the only state without a comparable program. Proposals to
reestablish a program have been proffered and may be considered as part of the 2016 legislative
session.

Income support programs are cash payments to eligible populations intended to augment their
incomes and to assist them to meet their basic needs. One major income support program is the
State-operated Temporary Assistance for Needy Families (TANF) cash assistance, which
provides monthly payments to very low-income families with dependent minor children. Figure
32 compares the number of Phoenix

Figure 32: Phoenix Families Receiving

TANF Cash Assistance, 2008 - 2015 (Jul.)

2008 12,003

2012 5,997

2015

0 5,000 10,000 15,000

3,201

families receiving cash assistance in
July 2008 and July 2015.* As the
chart shows, the Phoenix caseload has
declined by almost 75 percent since
2008. This reduction, however, is due
not to changes in need, but to changes
to eligibility criteria. Specifically, the
Legislature changed the lifetime
benefit limit for cash assistance from

five year to three years in 2010 and then to two years in 2011 and, effective July 1, 2016, to one
year. The State’s one year limit will be the most restrictive in the country. Arizona’s maximum
benefit for a single-parent family of three is $278 per month. According to the Center on Budget

and Policy Priorities (CBPP), this is the ninth-lowest benefit in the nation as of July 2015.*

*% Source: Department of Economic Security, Financial Services Administration.
* Source: http://www.cbpp.org/research/family-income-support/tanf-cash-benefits-have-fallen-by-more-than-20-

percent-in-most-states. Accessed February 13, 2015.
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The greatest number of families receiving cash assistance are in the Maryvale, Alhambra, North
Mountain, and South Mountain villages, although these still represent only a fraction of the low-
income households in these areas.

The supplemental nutrition assistance program (SNAP, formerly food stamps) provides
payments to low-income households (generally with gross incomes at or below 130 percent of
the federal poverty level and net incomes at or below 100 percent of the FPL) to purchase food.
The average monthly benefit in Arizona was $273.78 in July 2015.*° This amount has fallen by
approximately six percent since 2013 when a temporary benefit increase authorized by the
federal stimulus legislation expired.

Figure 33: Phoenix Families Receiving Figure 33 compares the number of

SNAP Benefits, 2008 - 2015 (Jul.) Phoeqix _households receiving SN@P
benefits in 2008, 2012, and 2015.
2008 75,928 SNAP caseloads across the country
grew significantly between 2008 and
2012 135607 | 2012 as the national economy

struggled and eligibility was
expanded. Due to both economic
improvements and tightened
eligibility requirements, SNAP
enrollment has fallen about 9.5 percent over the past three years. More than 23 percent of
Phoenix households are currently enrolled in SNAP. By village, more than 50 percent of
households in Central City are enrolled compared to two percent in Rio Vista.

2015 122,695

0 50,000 100,000 150,000

The City provides assistance to low-income families through three family services centers: the
John F. Long Center at 51 Avenue and Osborn Road, the Travis L. Williams center at Central
Avenue and Broadway Road, and the Sunnyslope center at 9" Avenue and Hatcher Road. These
centers collectively served at least 27,317 individuals, with the greatest number served at the
John F. Long center (12,702), followed by the Sunnyslope center (7,891) and the Travis L.
Williams center (7,516).*” The number of persons served represent less than 10 percent of the
individuals living in poverty in the City.

Services were delivered to a diverse cross-section of Phoenix residents. Services were provided
to residents of all ages. Of the total clients served, 45.5 percent were children, somewhat higher
than the 39.1 percent proportion of all residents living in poverty who are children. Individuals
over the age of 60 years account for 7.2 percent of residents in poverty and 8.1 percent of
individuals served by the family services centers. Persons of Hispanic descent account for 61.0
percent of residents living in poverty, but only 38.9 percent of those served by the family service
centers while Black residents represent 8.8 percent of residents living in poverty, but 31.7

“ Source: Family Assistance Administration Statistical Bulletin, July 2015. Downloaded from
https://des.az.gov/documents-center?gt-content-tab=1.

“6 Source: Department of Economic Security, Financial Services Administration.

" The sum of the individual locations exceeds the total number of individuals served because individuals may have
received services from more than one location.
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percent of services users. Of the families served, 37.4 percent are single mothers and 16.7
percent are two-parent households.

Section 11-2: Individuals Experiencing Homelessness

A subset of individuals living in poverty is those experiencing homelessness. For obvious
reasons, it can be difficult to obtain accurate counts of the number of individuals who are
homeless and to survey them.

Demographics of Individuals Experiencing Homelessness

Information regarding individuals who seek shelter is collected through the federal Department
of Housing and Urban Development’s (HUD) Homeless Management Information System
(HMIS). HUD publishes annual homeless assessment reports for various jurisdictions, including
the City of Phoenix, that summarize data relating to individuals who received shelter and provide
estimates to account for providers that do not participate in HMIS.*® The report provides both an
estimate of the number of individuals who received shelter during a one-year period as well as
details regarding those in shelter at specific points-in-time.

In federal fiscal year 2014 (October 1, 2013 through September 30, 2014), an estimated 18,126
individuals experiencing homelessness sought shelter services. Of the total estimated population
experiencing homelessness, 28.2 percent were individuals in families and 71.8 percent were
single individuals. Totaling 10,345, single males were the largest category of individuals who
sought shelter, followed by 3,446 single females. There were 2,725 children who received
shelter services, including 273 unaccompanied minors.

Figure 34 displays the
distribution of ages among
individuals experiencing
homelessness as reported
to HMIS. Overall, children 62+, 5.4%
accounted for 12.7 percent
of those who received 51-61, 23.3%
shelter services. Most of
these children were less
than 12 years of age. After
this group, there appears to
be a fairly even distribution
of ages through 61 years.
Individuals over the age of
61 years accounted for only
5.4 percent of those who

Figure 34: Age of Homeless Individuals Who
Received Shelter in Phoenix, FFY 2014

18-30, 20.3%

31-50, 38.3%

received shelter services.

“8 Source: http://hudhdx.info/publicReports.aspx. Downloaded AZ-502 Phoenix (AZ) report November 27, 2015.
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Of the adults, 41 percent were disabled and 16 percent were military veterans. In terms of race
and ethnicity, individuals who are non-Hispanic White accounted for 41 percent of the
population experiencing homelessness, followed by individuals who are Black (25 percent) and
Hispanic (24 percent).

Additional information regarding individuals receiving shelter services anywhere in Maricopa
County is produced by the Maricopa County HMIS Project. Highlights of its Continuum-wide
Housing Demographics Report for fiscal year 2014 include:*

e More than 38 percent of those accessing shelter were homeless for the first time while 14
percent were considered chronically homeless

e The most common causes of homelessness were lack of financial resources or loss of a
job (22 percent) followed by loss of their home due to eviction, foreclosure, or family
issues (12 percent)

e Of those who reported a disability, 26 percent had a mental health issue and 16 percent
reported drug or alcohol abuse

e About 16 percent reported they had been a victim of domestic violence, including 49
percent of this group who had been a victim within the past twelve months

Less is known about individuals experiencing homelessness who do not seek shelter services.

An annual point-in-time street count is coordinated by the Maricopa Association of Governments
(MAG). Itis conducted by volunteers who attempt to count the number of individuals who are
homeless and not in a shelter on a given night. According to the 2014 Homeless Street Count,
there were 1,053 homeless individuals living on the streets in Maricopa County on January 27,
2014.% The overall count continues a multi-year decline. Some observers believe, however, the
decrease is a result of difficulties in identifying people living on the streets rather than a real
reduction in the number of individuals experiencing homelessness.

Select Supports Available to Individuals Experiencing Homelessness

According to HMIS data, there were 4,733 slots to serve individuals experiencing homelessness
in federal fiscal year 2014, including emergency shelter beds, transitional housing beds, and
permanent supportive housing beds. The total was spread across the three bed-types with 1,708
year-round equivalent emergency shelter beds, 1,638 transitional housing beds, and 1,387
permanent supportive housing beds. Since that time, Central Arizona Shelter Services’ Men’s
Overflow Shelter and East Lot have been closed as stakeholders continue the shift towards a
housing first strategy.

* Source: http://www.211arizona.org/hmis/FY2014.pdf. Accessed November 17, 2015.
%0 Source: http://www.azmag.gov/Documents/CoC_2015-01-22_PIT-Count-2014_Homeless-Populations-Count-
Report.pdf. Accessed November 17, 2015.
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Figure 35 illustrates the Figure 35: Shelter Services for

number of individual Homeless Individuals, FFY 2014
served in each setting. As

the chart demonstrates,
the bulk of shelter
services were provided in N _
emergency shelters, Transitional Housing
rather than transitional
housing or permanent Permanent Supportive Housing 1,411
supportive housing. |
Because individuals tend 0 5,000 10,000 15,000
to stay in emergency
shelters for shorter periods, an emergency shelter bed serves more individuals in a year, an
average of 7.8 persons per year compared to 2.1 in transitional housing, and 1.0 in permanent
supportive housing. Of note, all of these figures exceed those from federal fiscal year 2011. The
number of persons served in permanent supportive housing grew at the fastest rate and increased
from 485 individuals to 1,411. This emphasis is consistent with City and provider efforts to
rapidly house individuals and then provide wrap-around supports.

Emergency Shelter 357

The City’s Watkins Emergency Shelter provided services to approximately 2,400 individuals in
fiscal year 2014.

The City’s Housing Department also provides important services to low-income residents. The
Department manages more than 5,000 City-owned units of public and affordable housing, as
well as almost 6,500 housing choice vouchers. The Housing Department reports these programs
provide homes for more than 25,000 residents. However, the demand for housing assistance
greatly exceeds the supply. A recent survey found more than 26,000 individuals on waiting lists
for federal rental assistance programs.

Section 11-3: Low-Income Children

The City’s Human Services Department funds Early Head Start and Head Start programs for
low-income children through agreements with school districts and community providers.

Demographics of Low-Income Children

There are nearly 41,400 children less than five years of age living in poverty in Phoenix. An
estimated 60 percent, about 24,800 children, are under three years old and therefore meet the age
requirements for Early Head Start. The remaining 16,600 children are three or four years old, or
the age of most children served by Head Start. Of these totals, an estimated 14,102 birth-to-three
year-olds reside in the City’s Early Head Start service area and 12,358 three and four year-olds
live in the areas served by the Human Services Department’s Head Start delegate agencies.

Figure 36 displays the racial composition of young children in poverty in the City. More than
three-quarters of the children under five years old and living in poverty are Hispanic. In only the
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In only the Deer Valley
service area is the
proportion of young
children in poverty who
are Hispanic under 50
percent. In six service
areas, at least ten percent
of the young children in
poverty are Black.

Nearly half of young
children in poverty live in
households led by a single
woman.
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Figure 36: Race/Ethnicity of Children Under
5 Years Old in Poverty in Phoenix

Other, 2.1% Black/African
American,

/ 9.0%

White/
Caucasian,
11.3%

Asian,

1.6% Native

American,
2.0%

Children with disabilities are a special focus of the Head Start program with the Head Start Act
requiring at least ten percent of the children enrolled by each Head Start agency and each
delegate agency be children with disabilities.>*

The broadest available information related to disability rates are the special education counts
tracked by the Arizona Department of Education. City-wide, there were 24,758 children with
disabilities. As noted previously, children with disabilities are much more likely to attend
traditional district schools than charter schools.

Figure 37 summarizes the
types of disabilities
reported for these children.
The most common reported
disability is a specific
learning disability,
accounting for almost 43
percent of all disabilities,
followed by speech/
language impairments,
autism, and developmental
delay. Other disabilities
include intellectual
disability, emotional
disability, and hearing and
vision impairments.

Figure 37: Composition of Disabilities for Phoenix
Children in Kindergarten Through 3rd Grade

Other, 24.5%

Specific
Learning
Disability,
42.9%

Speech/
Language
Impairment,
16.8%

®1 42 United States Code § 9837.
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Select Supports Available to Low-Income Children

There are a number of programs that support low-income families with children, including
preschool and child care programs, home visitation programs, and health and wellness programs.
Additionally, the Arizona Early Childhood Development and Health Board (referred to as First
Things First) is dedicated to providing a variety of services to preschool aged children.

There are several publicly funded preschool programs in the State, including Early Head Start
and Head Start. These programs, though, fall far short of meeting the need for preschool
programs. In fact, American Community Survey data shows that Arizona has the fourth-lowest
proportion of its three and four year-olds enrolled in school.

Federal regulations generally require 90 percent of participants to be living in families with
incomes below the federal poverty level. Head Start provides services to children from three to
five years old while Early Head Start serves children from birth through two years of age.
Services support the education, nutrition, health, and developmental needs of children as well as
assist the families of participating children.

Responsibility for the delivery of Head Start and Early Head Start services in the City of Phoenix
is divided across five organizations that are direct grantees of federal funds. In addition to the
City, other grantees that serve specified geographic areas that include some portion of the City
are Maricopa County, Southwest Human Development, Chicanos Por la Causa, and Crisis
Nursery. The City, in turn, has 10 delegate agencies that deliver Head Start services in specified
non-overlapping geographic areas. Most delegate agencies have multiple locations. Appendix K
includes maps of the City’s Head Start and Early Head Start service areas.

HSD is funded for 3,090 ‘slots’, effectively the number of children who could be served for a
full year. HSD, in turn, assigns these slots to its 9 delegate agencies. The number of children
who receive services over the course of a year will generally exceed the number of slots as
children who leave the program are replaced by others. HSD also has Early Head Start funding
for 300 home-based slots and 188 childcare partnership slots.

HSD’s 3,090 Head Start slots is equal to only 25.0 percent of all eligible children while the 488
Early Head Start slots represent only 3.5 percent of the estimated 14,102 eligible children.
Figure 38 displays the ratio of slots to estimated eligible children by delegate agency.

In general, the number and location of Head Start sites in the delegate agencies’ service areas
would appear to facilitate access when slots are available. Based on current site locations,
almost two-thirds of eligible children are within one mile of a site and 93 percent are within three
miles as illustrated by Figure 39. In both the Deer Valley and Greater Phoenix Urban League
service areas more than 15 percent of eligible children are further than 3 miles from a site.
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Figure 38: Estimated Eligible Population and Service Levels for Phoenix Early Head Start and
Head Start By Phoenix’s Delegate Agency
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Figure 39: Distance of Head Start Eligible Children from an In-Area Site by Delegate Agency
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In addition to the Early Head Start and Head Start programs, there are numerous child care
providers located in the delegate agencies’ service areas. The Arizona Department of Health
Services (DHS) is responsible for licensing most child care facilities in the State, including
centers (facilities providing paid care to five or more children), small group homes (residential
locations in which paid care is provided to between five and ten children), and public schools
providing child care services, including Head Start providers. As of February 1, 2016, there
were a total of 236 DHS-licensed child care providers with capacity for more than 24,000
children in the area covered by the delegate agencies, as summarized in Figure 40.%
Additionally, families may receive child care from small family homes with four or fewer
children that are certified by the Arizona Department of Economic Security (DES) or non-

*2 Source: http://www.azdhs.gov/als/databases/providers_cc.pdf. Accessed February 2, 2016.
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certified relative providers, but only about 15 percent of families using DES child care subsidies
receive care from these provider types.”®

Figure 40: DHS-Licensed Child Care Providers and Capacity by Delegate Agency Service Area
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Provider capacity, however, does not guarantee access for low-income families. According to
DES’ 2014 Child Care Market Rate Survey, the median daily cost of center-based child care in
Maricopa County is $44.19 for infants; $40.00 for one and two year-olds; and $35.00 for three,
four, and five year-olds.>* Assuming 21.7 weekdays per month, the median monthly cost ranges
from $760 to $960. For a family of three living at the poverty level ($1,674 per month), the cost
of center-based child care for a single child is as much as 45 percent to 57 percent of their total
earnings. Consequently, low-income families often require assistance in order to access paid
child care.

The primary child care assistance program in Arizona has historically been the subsidy program
administered by the Arizona Department of Economic Security. The program generally provides
subsidies for children up to twelve years of age to families receiving cash assistance when
necessary to support their job development efforts, those transitioning from cash assistance to
employment, those earning up to 165 percent of the federal poverty level, and families involved
with the Department of Child Safety (DCS). The subsidies are available for children from birth
to 12 years of age and are intended to remove the lack of child care as a barrier to employment
and, except for DCS-involved families, recipients must be employed or looking for work while
receiving cash assistance. Working families must make copayments set on a sliding scale based
on their incomes.

*% Arizona Child Care Development and Fund (CCDF) Plan for FFY 2012-2013, p. 80. Accessed November 30,
2012 at https://lwww.azdes.gov/InternetFiles/Reports/pdf/child_care_development fund_plan_2012-2013.pdf.
> Source: https://des.az.gov/sites/default/files/legacy/dl/MarketRateSurvey2014.pdf. Accessed November 30, 2015.
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Funding for the DES child care program has been significantly reduced in recent years, falling
from $198.5 million in fiscal year 2008 to $98.4 million in fiscal year 2016.° As a result of
these funding cuts, the statewide number of children receiving assistance has declined 43.2
percent, from 54,343 to 30,829, between July 2008 and July 2015.%° Additionally, a waiting list
has been in effect at various times since February 2009. As of February 5, 2016, there were
4,304 children on the waiting list.”’

Figure 41 notes the number of children under five years of age receiving DES subsidies and the
number on the waiting list in each of the delegate agencies’ service areas.

Figure 41: DES Child Care Subsidy Caseload Birth to Five Years by Delegate Agency (Jul. 2015)
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As shown in the table, the Greater Phoenix Urban League service area has the greatest number of
young children receiving child care subsidies, followed by Washington and Roosevelt. The table
also shows there were 792 young children on the waiting list for subsidy assistance. However, it
is believed this number is an underestimate because the waiting list has been in effect in most
months since February 2009, likely discouraging applicants. Additionally, families on the
waiting list must periodically reapply, but there is little incentive to do so when they are not
receiving assistance, so many do not reapply and are removed from the list.

Despite these programs, Arizona has one of the lowest rates of school enrollment amongst three
and four year-olds. Only 35.9 percent of three and four year-olds are enrolled in preschool, a
rate that trails only Nevada, Idaho, and North Dakota. The national average is 47.4 percent. The
enrollment rates in the City’s Head Start service areas are even lower, as displayed in Figure 42.

*® Sources: http://www.azleg.gov/jlbc/08app/desemp.pdf and http://www.azleg.gov/jlbc/16AR/des.pdf. Accessed
November 30, 2015.

*® Source: Department of Economic Security, Child Care Administration

> Source: https://des.az.gov/services/basic-needs/child-care/child-care-waiting-list. Accessed February 10, 2016.
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Figure 42: Percent of Three and Four Year-Olds Enrolled in School by Delegate Agency
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In addition to Early Head Start home-based services, there are a variety of other home visitation
programs available to pregnant women and families with children under five years of age. These
programs are part of a network titled Strong Families AZ. As described on the Strong Families
AZ website®®, programs available in at least some parts of Phoenix include:

Early Head Start

Healthy Families Arizona supports pregnant women and parents of newborns facing
obstacles to successful parenting throughout the first five years of the child’s life. The
program links families to community resources, health care, child care, and housing;
helps parents obtain education and employment; provides child development, nutrition,
and safety education; and provides developmental screenings.

The High Risk Perinatal/ Newborn Intensive Care Program is dedicated to reducing
maternal and infant mortality through a variety of interventions for certain babies that
required time in a neonatal intensive care unit.

The Nurse-Family Partnership program supports low-income first-time mothers less than
28 weeks pregnant through home visits by nurses who help build parenting skills.

The Parents as Teachers program is available to parents-to-be and parents with children
under five years of age and helps to develop stronger relationships between parent and
child.

The women, infants, and children Figure 43: WIC Recipients in Phoenix,
program (WIC) program provides 2009 - 2014

vouchers to pregnant, breastfeeding,

and postpartum women, and infants | 2009 178,875

and children under five years of age
to allow them to purchase certain

nutritional foods. The program also
provides nutrition education and .

referrals to health and social 0 50000 100,000 150,000 200,000
services. In order to qualify, clients

2011 171,529

2014 64,250

% http://strongfamiliesaz.com/
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must have incomes below 185 percent of the federal poverty level. Figure 43 compares the
number of WIC recipients between 2009 and 2014.>° With more than 16,000 recipients in 2014,
Maryvale had more than twice as many residents using the program as the next greatest village.
The three northern-most villages had fewer than 300 recipients each.

Several programs exist to support children with disabilities, including Children’s Rehabilitative
Services (CRS) administered by AHCCCS and DES’ Arizona Early Intervention Program
(AzEIP) and Division of Developmental Disabilities (DDD).

CRS provides Medicaid-funded health care services to children and young adults under 21 years
of age with serious chronic and disabling conditions such as congenital heart disease and cystic
fibrosis. As of February 2016, 16,725 children were enrolled statewide.®® Prior to fiscal year
2010, the State operated a ‘state-only” program for about 4,500 children who were not Medicaid
eligible, but the program was eliminated that year as part of budget cuts made in response to
declining revenues.

AZzEIP provides a continuum of developmental services (including physical, occupational, and
speech therapy; service coordination; and special instruction) to infants and toddlers under three
years of age with, or at risk of, developmental delays or disabilities to promote the child’s
development and facilitate the child’s successful engagement in relationships, activities, routines,
and events of everyday life. More than 1,500 Phoenix children were enrolled in July 2015.

DDD provides a variety of habilitative and medical services to individuals with intellectual and
developmental disabilities, including cognitive disabilities, cerebral palsy, and autism. The
program served 1,327 children under the age of six years in July 2015.

Arizona First Things First (FTF) supports a variety of programs that support young children.

The agency was created by Proposition 203, a citizen initiative approved by voters in November
2006. The proposition also created a new 80-cent per pack of cigarettes tax to fund the agency.
FTF funds a variety of early childhood development and health programs for Arizona children
through five years of age intended to ensure they begin school healthy and ready to succeed. The
tobacco tax generates about $120 million annually and the majority of these funds are directed to
31 regional partnership councils that allocate the dollars based on local needs. First Things First
funds are directed to four priority areas: quality early care and education, strengthening families,
early literacy, and preventive health.

The City of Phoenix is largely divided between two partnership councils: Phoenix North and
Phoenix South, with Thomas Road as the dividing line. According to their 2015 impact reports,
Phoenix North spent $19.9 million and Phoenix South expended $21.4 million, producing
outcomes including:®

% Source: Department of Health Services

% Source: https://www.azahcces.gov/PlansProviders/Downloads/Enrol1st2016.pdf. Accessed February 5, 2016.

81 Source for Phoenix North: http://www.azftf.gov/RC032/Pages/ReportsAndPublications.aspx. Source for Phoenix
South: http://lwww.azftf.gov/RC033/Pages/ReportsAndPublications.aspx. Accessed April 9, 2016.
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e 8,590 children in Phoenix North and 6,844 children in Phoenix South received child care
through programs participating in Quality First, which aims to improve the quality of

early learning

e 2.667 children in Phoenix South and 2,434 children in Phoenix North received
scholarships to access high quality child care

e 8,988 families in Phoenix South and 7,840 families of newborns in Phoenix North left the
hospital with tools to help them support their child’s health and learning

e 1,291 parent and other caregivers in Phoenix North and 1,033 in Phoenix South
completed a series of classes on parenting skills, brain development, and early literacy

and nutrition

e 9,450 vision, hearing, and developmental screenings were completed in Phoenix South
and 4,104 were completed in Phoenix North

Section 11-4: Older Residents

There are 208,913 individuals in the City of Phoenix who are 60 years of age or older, 13.8
percent of all residents. This is a significantly smaller proportion than the State as a whole, in
which 20.5 percent of residents are 60 years or older.

Demographics of Older Residents

In six villages —Paradise Valley, North Mountain, Desert View, Camelback East, Rio Vista, and
Ahwatukee Foothills — more than 15 percent of the population is at least 60 years of age — while

Figure 44: Land Area and Seniors Within
Specified Distances of a Senior Center

Land Area 60+ Pop.
Within 1 Mile 7.9% 15.1%
Within 3 Miles 46.5% 72.7%

the proportion in three villages — Estrella,
Laveen, and Maryvale — is less than 10 percent.
The City has strategically located its 15 senior
centers in areas with the greatest numbers of
older residents. Figure 36 displays the physical
land area that is within one and three miles of a
senior center and the number of seniors within

these same distances. As the table demonstrates, only 46.5 percent of the City’s land area is
within three miles of a senior center, but 72.7 percent of residents over 60 years of age live
within that distance to a center. Appendix K includes several maps that illustrate the areas of the
City with the greatest number of older residents and senior center locations.

Twenty-nine (29) percent of the 60 and older population is currently employed. As would be
expected, employment decreases as age increases. The employment rate is 51.8 percent for
individuals between 60 and 64 years and falls to 24.8 percent and 6.5 percent among those
between 65 and 74 years and older than 75 years of age, respectively.

As a group, older individuals are more affluent than other age groups. The senior poverty rate of
12.1 percent is substantially less than the City’s overall 23.2 percent poverty rate. The senior
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poverty rate in Central City is 38.4 percent, almost twice as great as the second-highest village.
In contrast, the senior poverty rate in Rio Vista and Desert View is less than five percent.

The racial/ethnic composition
of older Phoenix residents is
much different than the City
overall, as illustrated by
Figure 45. Whereas less than
half of the overall population
is White, 71.4 percent of the
population over the age of 60
years is White. Conversely,
individuals of Hispanic
descent comprise more than
40 percent of the total
population, but only 17.7
percent of the older age
groups. Seniors of non-
Caucasian descent are more
than twice as likely to live in

Figure 45: Race/Ethnicity of Phoenix Residents
60 Years of Age and Older
~ Black/African
Other, 1.9% Asian,  American,
2.8% /_5.2%

Native

American,
0.9%

Hispanic,
17.7%

White/
Caucasian,
71.4%

poverty as are older White residents.

Phoenix has 142,410 households with at least one resident over the age of 60 years. More than
57,000 of these are seniors living alone.

There are more than 40,000 Phoenix households in which a grandchild is living with one or more
grandparents of any age. In the majority of these families, the grandparents are not financially
responsible for the grandchild(ren), leaving 15,379 grandparents who do shoulder that financial
responsibility. In most of these homes, a parent is present, but apparently unable to provide
financially for the child. There are 3,379 households in which no parent is present in the home,
including 1,765 in which the grandparents are over sixty years of age.

There are 10,290 households in which grandparents and grandchildren reside together in
Maryvale, which is more than one-in-six of all households in this village. Estrella, Laveen, and
South Mountain have similarly high proportions of these households. These are also the villages
that have some of the highest poverty rates in the City, which may explain the number of

multigenerational homes.

Select Supports Available to Older Residents

Probably the best known support for older individuals is Social Security. The income support
program provides monthly payments for, to use its acronym, old age, survivors, and disability
insurance (OASDI). As of December 2014, 1.2 million Arizonans were receiving Social
Security benefits, an increase of 9.3 percent compared to 1.1 million recipients in December
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2011.%% In 2014, about 850,000 individuals were retirees, 200,000 were survivors, and 150,000
were individuals with disabilities. Aggregate monthly benefits for all recipients totaled $111
million.

Figure 46 compares the number of Figure 46: Social Security Recipients

Social Security recipients in Phoenix . : i
in December 2007, 2011, and 2014, in Phoenix, 2007 - 2014 (Dec.)
Between 2011 and 2014, the number | 2007 84,972 31,561 I 25,388

of Social Security recipients in

Phoenix increased 9.9 percent, to 2011 102,198 32,664 I 29,924
181,173. As a percent of total Social | 5014 116,883 33,070 [ 31,220
Security recipients, Desert View, | . ; ; .
Ahwatukee Foothills, Paradise 0 50,000 100,000 150,000 200,000
Valley, Rio Vista, and North Gateway Retiree = Survivor m Disabled

had the highest proportions of
retirees, while Central City, Maryvale, Encanto, Estrella, and Laveen had the highest rates of
individuals with disabilities.

The City’s senior centers provide a number of services to seniors, including nutrition programs,
educational opportunities, recreation and socialization programs, and transportation. In fiscal
year 2014, the centers offered breakfast four days per week and a morning shack one day per
week and lunch five days per week. The Human Services Department provided a total of
480,000 congregate and home-delivered meals to seniors in fiscal year 2014.

Section I1-5: Victims of Violent Crime and Child Welfare

The City provides services to victims of crime through its Family Advocacy Center (FAC). As
appropriate, the FAC will make referrals to and work with the State’s Department of Child
Safety (DCS) program for cases that involve child abuse or neglect.

Victims of Violent Crime

According to the Federal Bureau of Investigation’s Uniform Crime Reporting Statistics cited
earlier in this report, there were 8,749 violent crimes in the City reported in 2014. Figure 47

Figure 47: Violent Crimes Reports | details the reported crimes within this category. In fiscal
By Type in Phoenix, 2014 year 2015, the FAC provided services to approximately
. 4,000 crime victims, 87.3 percent of whom were victims

Homicide 114 of domestic violence and 19.8 percent of whom were

Forcible Rape 1,006 victims of sexual assault. However, the FAC’s caseload

Robbery 2,952 is not directly comparable to the reported crime counts

Aggravated Assault 4,677 because certain crimes, such as domestic violence,

Total 8,749 frequently go unreported.

%2 Source: http://www.ssa.gov/policy/data_date.html. Downloaded November 3, 2015.
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There is not a demographic ‘profile’ of persons who are crime victims as crime spans individuals
of all ages, racial and ethnic backgrounds, and economic classes. However, the concentration of
crime provides some insight into those who are more likely to be affected. As noted in Section I-
6, violent crimes occurs in every Phoenix village, but the greatest numbers are in the central parts
of the City. As described earlier in this report, residents of these areas are more likely to be
living in poverty, to be non-White, and to speak a language other than English.

The demographic data collected by the FAC supports some of these assumptions. Of the
approximately 4,000 individuals who received services from the FAC in fiscal year 2015:

e 93 percent were women

e By age, 7 percent were under 12 years old, 4 percent were 13 to 17 years, 28 percent
were 18 to 29 years, 38 percent were 30 to 44 years, 22 percent were 45 to 64 years, and
1 percent were 65 years or older

e 58 percent spoke a language other than English

The FAC offers a variety of services, including information and referral to available community
resources; forensic exams; counseling; assistance with safety planning, injunctions against
harassment, and orders of protection; identifying shelter; providing financial assistance and
vouchers; and aiding with transportation.

Child Welfare

The State, through the Department of Child Safety, is responsible for child protection and child
welfare services. DCS investigates reports of neglect and abuse. The number of reports
statewide has increased dramatically in recent years, from 35,019 in fiscal year 2008 to 40,389 in
2012 to 51,784 in 2015.°® DCS reports in Phoenix grew at a similar rate, increasing 50.3 percent
compared to fiscal year 2008 and 29.2 percent compared to fiscal year 2012. There were more
than 14,500 reports of neglect and abuse in Phoenix in fiscal year 2015, about 28.0 percent of the

statewide total. Itis rare for any Figure 48: Phoenix Children in Foster Care
household to have contact with by Placement, 2008 - 2015 (Jul.)

DCS, but the villages with the

highest rates of investigations 1

were Central City, Alhambra, 2008 | 720 828 - 159

Estrella, South Mountain, T

Maryvale, and Laveen. 2012 1,253 1,366 - 222

When DCS does not believe a 2015 1,776 1,943 293
child can remain safely in their . . . - .
home, they remove the child and 0 1,000 2,000 3,000 4,000 5,000
place him or her in foster care. Unlicensed ~ Foster Care mCongregant m Other
Between July 2008 and July

% Source: Department of Child Safety

April 18, 2016



City of Phoenix Human Services Department

2016 Community Assessment
Page | 46

2015, the number of Arizona children in foster care increased 79.3 percent to 17,981.%* The
number of Phoenix children in foster care grew much more quickly, by 130.6 percent, to 4,701,
during this period. Figure 48 illustrates this growth as well as the types of placements into which
children were placed. Unlicensed placements are typically relatives or other individuals with
whom the child has a relationship; congregant placements include shelters and group homes.

Figure 49: Phoenix Children in Adoptions
and Guardianships, 2008 - 2015 (Jul.)

2008 225

2012

2015 3,655
0 1,000 2,000 3,000 4.000

Guardianship = Adoption

* Ibid.
* Ibid.

When a child cannot be returned
home, CPS seeks a permanent
placement, usually a guardianship or
adoption. In guardianships, natural
parents’ parental rights have not
necessarily been severed. Between
2008 and 2015, the number of
children in adoptions and
guardianships from foster care in
Phoenix grew 298 percent and 133
percent, respectively.®® Figure 49
presents the totals.
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Part 111: Community Survey Results

In order to hear directly from Human Service Department clients and partners, the City
conducted a survey as well as two focus groups. The surveys and focus groups sought to capture
the perceptions of clients and partners related to the strengths and needs of their neighborhoods
and HSD services.

The client survey was conducted in January and February 2016. The survey was made available
online in English and Spanish and at Head Start delegate agency sites, senior centers, and family
services centers. A separate online survey was emailed to a sample of HSD partners, including
providers, advocates, and HSD Commission members. Similar surveys were conducted in 2013,
allowing results to be compared. The survey documents, as well as detailed response totals for
each question, are included in Appendix I.

Section I11-1: Client Feedback

A combined 2,246 client surveys (2,021 English and 225 Spanish) were completed. Of these,
204 indicated they participated in Early Head Start services within the past year, 631 received
Head Start services, 268 attended a senior center, 65 utilized a Family Service Center, 54
received services from the Watkins Homeless Shelter, 20 used a family advocacy center, and 70
received volunteer income tax assistance (VITA). Respondents may have used multiple
services, making this a duplicated count. A total of 1,171 respondents did not report receiving
any services.

Illustrating the value that clients place on services provided by HSD and other City departments,
survey participants ranked “City services’ as their neighborhoods’ greatest strength. City
services were at or near the top of the list for all client groups. Other commonly-cited strengths

Figure 50: Client Survey Results -Neighborhoods’ Greatest Strengths

n I

Client Group | 1% Strength | 2" Strength | 3" Strength

City Services Good Schools Public Transportation

Early Head Start-In Home . Caring Neighbors (tie)

. City Services
Early Head Start-Child Care Good Schools (tie)

. Public Transportation
Head Start City Services i Good Schools Affordable Housing

. . , \ Public Do ,
Senior Center 5 City Services Transportation Caring Neighbors
. . b . ; Affordable Housing
Family Services Center City Services . Good Jobs (tie)
Watkins Emergency Shelter , Public City Services Affordable Housing

i Transportation |
! ! City Services
Family Advocacy Center Good Schools Positive Police Presence
| | Public Transportation (tie)
i Public | )
| Transportation | Affordable Housing

Volunteer Income Tax Assist. | City Services
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include public transportation, affordable housing, and good schools. Figure 50 shows the top
three reported strengths for each client group. These results largely track those from 2013.

Clients’ support of HSD programs is further evidenced by their high satisfaction ratings. The
survey asked clients to use a five-point scale to rate several aspects of the program(s) in which
they participate, including convenience of location, hours of operation, quality of services, and
availability of other services. Early Head Start and Head Start programs were rated particularly
highly, with no average score lower than 4.35. Family services centers, senior centers, and
VITA also rated well, with all scores averaging 4.00 or higher. Scores for the Watkins
Emergency Shelter (averages from 3.29 to 3.70) and the Family Advocacy Center (averages
from 3.63 to 3.87) were not as high, although still above the neutral rating of 3.00.

When asked about the greatest challenges facing their neighborhoods, Early Head Start and Head
Start clients mentioned a lack of after-school activities and a lack of community resources while
other client groups were most likely to mention crime-related issues including drug use and
property crime. Figure 51 lists the top three selections for each client group. As with the
strengths, reported challenges are consistent with those reported in 2013.

Figure 51: Client Survey Results —Neighborhoods’ Greatest Challenges

Client Group
Early Head Start-In Home

Early Head Start-Child Care
Head Start

Senior Center

Family Services Center

Watkins Emergency Shelter

Family Advocacy Center

Volunteer Income Tax Assist.

S

: 1¥ Challenge
. Lack of Community

| Resources
i Lack of Community
\ Resources

: Lack of Community
i Resources

n

: 2" Challenge
Drug Use

Lack of After-School
| Activities

Drug Use
Property Crime

Drug Use (tie)

Drug Use

" Drug Use

Lack of Affordable
- Housing

Property Crime

Property Crime

* Property Crime

Property Crime

Drug Use

r

: 3" Challenge
' Lack of After-School

| Activities

' Lack of Affordable

: Housing

 Lack of After-School
i Activities

| Not Enough Police

. Lack of Affordable
- Housing

- Property Blight (tie)
. Lack of Good Jobs

- No Affordable

- Housing

- Property Blight (tie)
. Drug Use

- Lack of Good Jobs

- Juvenile Crime/Gangs
: Not Enough Police
" Property Blight (tie)
. Not Enough Police

The survey included several questions relating to health care and health insurance. Of note, 26
percent of respondents reported that either they or a child in their home needed health care
services that they did not receive. This is a significant increase from 17 percent in 2013.
Interestingly, the increase in foregone health care coincides with an increase in access to health
insurance with 89 percent of respondents reporting that they had health insurance compared to 71
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percent in 2013. However, when asked why they did not get care, most residents reported that
they did not have health insurance or cannot afford copayments.

Clients were asked more broadly about what services that they are not currently receiving would
be most helpful to them and their families. The three most frequently cited services are noted in
Figure 52,

Figure 52: Client Survey Results —Desired Services

Client Group | 1" Service | 2™ Service | 3" Service

Early Head Start-In Home i English Instruction : Dental Care i Full-Day Head Start
Early Head Start-Child Care ! English Instruction | Dental Care i Full-Day Head Start
Head Start : Dental Care . Full-Day Head Start | English Instruction
Senior Center i Dental Care i Senior Centers i Home Repair
Family Services Center : Dental Care ' Rent/Mortgage Assist. | Home Repair
Watkins Emergency Shelter  : Dental Care ' Rent/Mortgage Assist. | Transportation
Family Advocacy Center | Dental Care . Employ./ Job Training | Full-Day Head Start
Volunteer Income Tax Assist. | Dental Care i Home Repair ¢ Utility Assistance

As with the 2013 survey, the most frequently reported need was dental care. English instruction
was commonly mentioned by Early Head Start and Head Start clients in both 2013 and 2016
while full-day Head Start was not included in the 2013 survey. Other client groups were more
likely to mention housing assistance, generally consistent with 2013 results.

When asked about the barriers to receiving services, clients mentioned that they were not aware
of available services, that they did not quality, and that they could not afford copayments.

In addition to the survey, two focus groups were conducted — one with Early Head Start and
Head Start clients and one with senior center volunteers and staff — to allow for more in-depth
conversation regarding these programs.

Participants in the Early Head Start and Head Start group indicated their satisfaction with the
programs and their belief that the programs were preparing their children for school in terms of
emotional maturity, ability to follow instructions, being prepared for new environments, and
good health. The group noted their involvement in the programs as parents and guardians in
order to underscore lessons from the program, but noted that other parents may not be similarly
engaged due to language barriers, work responsibilities, background check requirements, and
cultural issues.

The group offered several suggestions for enhancing parental supports, including providing
information regarding new teaching methods, increasing Spanish-speaking staff and offering
more English as a second language instruction, hiring more social workers, and easing
fingerprint clearance card requirements. The group also devoted time to discussing the
importance of male role models in children’s lives. The group believed that the programs could
better involve males by developing events that are geared towards men (for example, sports and
outdoor activities), by being more inclusive (that is, not focusing only on biological fathers), and
by scheduling activities outside of work hours.

April 18, 2016




City of Phoenix Human Services Department
2016 Community Assessment
Page | 50

Attendees in the senior center group were similarly complimentary about the services offered at
the centers. The group agreed that the most important aspect of the centers was simply providing
an opportunity for social interaction and engagement. The group also noted the importance of
providing a meal. Outings, particularly to other centers were reported to be particularly popular.

When prompted to identify opportunities to enhance the senior center experience, the group
made a number of suggestions. Several mentioned the need to update the physical space, such as
changing paint colors and incorporating more natural light, to make the centers more inviting. A
number of participants mentioned that they receive complaints about the food that is offered.
The group suggested increasing staffing at the centers, as well.

In terms of programs, the group suggested more physical activity, more computer instruction,
and multi-generational programming. The group did note that some clients may not appreciate
changes. For example, some exercise activities that have been established are little-used. For
centers that are co-located with other programs, some seniors complain about sharing space with
children or others. The group also voiced support for allowing more outings.

The group agreed that the most valuable source of new members is word of mouth. To reach a
larger audience, the group suggested increasing awareness through marketing efforts and
establishing a social media presence. The group also noted the importance of creating positive
first impressions. In addition to the physical space noted above, the group suggested playing
music at centers that are not already doing so and ensuring that equipment and computers are in
working order.

Section I11-2: Partner Feedback

A total of 306 partner surveys were received. Respondents included Human Service
Commission members, program staff, and employees in other City Department (such as the
Office of the Prosecutor and the Neighborhood Services Department), community and non-profit
organizations that work with HSD, and faith leaders.

The partner survey included several questions that were identical to those asked in the client
survey. Although there is some overlap in the perceptions of clients and partners, there were a
number of disconnects.

When asked about City neighborhoods’ greatest strengths, partners ranked city services first,
followed by public transportation, and strong cultural ties. In contrast to the client responses,
affordable housing and good schools were ranked low by partners.

In terms of neighborhood challenges, the top-three ranked items were drug use, property blight,
and lack of good jobs. Drug use was a concern expressed by many clients, but other issues that
were frequently cited by clients such as a lack of community resources, a lack of after-school
activities, a lack of affordable housing, and a shortage of police were ranked less highly by
partners.
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When asked what services clients most need, partners ranked employment assistance/ job
training first, followed by child care and utility assistance. In contrast, clients were more focused
on dental care, English instruction, full-day Head Start, and rent/ mortgage assistance.

Partners were also invited to offer their opinions on the strengths of HSD programs and
recommendations for improvements.

Three survey participants identified themselves as members of the Human Service Commission.
When describing the strengths of HSD, they mentioned its leadership and accountability,
professionalism, and openness to new ideas. Their suggestions for improving programs include
clearly identifying and articulating service gaps, engaging in more overt advocacy and involving
Commissioners, offering longer access to assistance, and providing wrap-around services for
persons experiencing homelessness.

A number of staff responsible for the operation and delivery of HSD programs completed the
survey. A primary theme across staff in all programs include describing employees as one of the
key strengths of HSD programs, describing them as dedicated, knowledgeable, caring, and
willing to go above and beyond. Relatedly, staff suggested that more employees should be hired,
that more training should be provided, and that there should be more communication. Staff
across programs also agreed that HSD programs should receive more funding.

Head Start staff highlighted strengths that include providing individualized and child-centered
services, involvement of whole family, and the availability and affordability of services. In
terms of improvements, staff suggested providing full-day services, facilitating access to child
care, offering transportation, and hiring a more diverse workforce.

Responses from senior center staff were consistent with findings from the senior center focus
group. They listed the primary benefits of the service as the opportunity for socialization and the
provision of a nutritious meal. They also noted the need for more transportation assistance.

Staff at family service centers emphasized connections across programs, non-profits, and the
community. They also offered a number of suggestions for improvements, including operational
issues (such as streamlining functions, addressing procurement issues, offering services outside
of business hours) and programmatic issues (providing more financial counseling and offering
more youth services).

Feedback from external partners were consistent with input discussed above. These partners
reported that the primary strengths of HSD programs are the staff and partnerships with other
organizations. Opportunities for improvement include increasing partnerships, securing more
funding, improving communication and transparency, expanding Head Start and access to child
care, and focusing on services for persons experiencing homelessness.
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Section 111-3: Conclusion

Results from the surveys confirm observations from the data analyses and program inventories
described in Part Il. There are a wealth of resources available to individuals and families in need
in Phoenix, but these services reach only a fraction of those that could qualify and benefit.

Individuals who access HSD services are generally very pleased with these supports. At the
same time, HSD may consider options to establish or expand the services that clients report they
most need as summarized in Figure 52.

Partners, including program staff and external partners, have similarly high opinions of the
Human Services Department and value the services that it provides. The staff and departmental
leadership were recognized as particular strengths, as were collaborations between City
departments and external organizations. Although substantially positive, partners did offer a
number of suggestions for further enhancing HSD that the Department may wish to consider as
part of its planning.
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Appendix A: Census and Caseload Data Allocation Methodology
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Appendix A-1: Community Assessment Demographic Data Overview

Demographic data included in the City of Phoenix Human Services Department’s 2016
Community Assessment has been adapted from the Census Bureau’s American Community
Survey (ACS) five-year estimates for 2010 through 2014. This Appendix provides a brief
overview of the ACS, lists the specific tables used in the Community Assessment, and outlines
the methodologies used to map the data and combine race and ethnicity data.

Background

The American Community Survey differs from the decennial Census in several important ways:

e The ACS is an ongoing survey that provides data every year, compared to the Census,
which is conducted once per decade

e The ACS collects much more detailed demographic data than the Census, which only
gathers data regarding gender, age, race/ethnicity, and home ownership

e The ACS is an estimate based on a sample — about one percent of households are
surveyed every year — compared to the Census, which aims to collect data from every
household

The first two bullets highlight the primary benefits of the ACS and the reasons it was used in the
Community Assessment: its timeliness and the depth of information it provides.

The ACS makes available three different estimate timeframes: one-year, three-year, and five-
year. The one-year estimates are the most timely because they are based entirely on data
collected over the past year compared to the five-year figures for which 20 percent of the
estimate is based on data from five years ago, 20 percent is derived from four year-old data, etc.
The five-year estimates are derived from larger samples (that is, five years of surveys) so they
will generally have a lower potential sampling error. Most importantly, data for individual
census tracts are included only in the five-year estimates. In order to provide analyses at a sub-
city level (i.e., across urban villages and Head Start service areas), the Community Assessment
therefore uses the five-year estimates.

ACS Tables Used
ACS data is made available online at factfinder.census.gov/. The Census Bureau has constructed

a number of tables to summarize the data collected in the ACS. Figure A-1 lists the ACS data
included in the Community Assessment and the table from which each was adapted.

April 18, 2016



City of Phoenix Human Services Department
2016 Community Assessment
Page | A-3

Figure A-1: Source of Demographic Data Included in Community Assessment

Demographic Data

Total Residents (Total and
Individuals Living in Poverty)
Household Composition
(Total and Households Living
in Poverty)

Households in Poverty with a
Child Under Five Years of
Age

Age Ranges (Total and
Individuals Living in Poverty)
Median Age

Race/Ethnicity (Total and
Individuals Living in Poverty)

Citizenship (Total and
Individuals Living in Poverty)

Language Spoken at Home/
Linguistic Isolation

Educational Attainment (Age
25+) (Total and Individuals
Living in Poverty)

Employment Status (Age 16+)

Household Income
Median Income

Income as a Percent of
Poverty (Age 55+)

Households with One or More
People 65 Years and Over

Grandparents Living with
Grandchildren

Home Ownership Rates

American Community Survey (ACS) Table Used
B17001: Poverty Status in Past 12 Months by Sex by Age

B17017: Poverty Status in Past 12 Months by Household
Type by Age of Householder

S1101: Households and Families

B17010: Poverty Status in the Past 12 Months of Families by
Family Type by Presence of Related Children Under 18
Years of Age by Age of Related Children

B01001: Sex by Age

B17001: Poverty Status in Past 12 Months by Sex by Age
B01002: Median Age by Sex

B01001: Sex by Age

B03002: Hispanic or Latino Origin by Race

B17001: Poverty Status in Past 12 Months by Sex by Age
B17020: Poverty Status in the Past 12 Months by Age
B17025: Poverty Status in the Past 12 Months by Nativity
B05003: Sex by Age by Nativity and Citizenship Status
B16002: Household Language by Household Limited
English Speaking Status

B17003: Poverty Status in the Past 12 Months of Individuals
by Sex by Educational Attainment

DP02: Selected Social Characteristics in the United States
DPO03: Selected Economic Characteristics

B17005: Poverty Status in the Past 12 Months of Individuals
by Sex by Employment Status

DPO03: Selected Economic Characteristics

S1903: Median Income in the Past 12 Months (in 2010
Inflation-Adjusted Dollars)

B17024: Age by Ratio of Income to Poverty Level in the
Past 12 Months

B11007: Households by Presence of People 65 Years and
Over by Household Size and Household Type

B10051: Grandparents Living with Own Grandchildren
Under 18 Years by Responsibility for Own Grandchildren by
Presence of Parent of Grandchildren and Age of Grandparent

B25008: Total Population in Occupied Housing Units by
Tenure
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Figure A-1: Source of Demographic Data Included in Community Assessment
Demographic Data American Community Survey (ACS) Table Used

Percent of Three and Four S1401: School Enrollment
Year-Olds Enrolled in School

Residents by Disability Type S1810: Disability Characteristics
Health Insurance Coverage S2701: Health Insurance Coverage Status
Health Insurance by Age B27010: Types of Health Insurance by Age

Summarizing Data by Village/Head Start Service Area

Given the geographic size and diversity of the City, the Community Assessment summarizes
demographic and caseload data at sub-City levels. Specifically, this data was reported for the
City’s urban villages and Head Start service areas. Allocation methodologies were developed in
order to provide estimates for these smaller geographic areas.

Dividing the City into smaller areas allows service planning to take into consideration the unique
characteristics of the City’s neighborhoods. To facilitate this planning and taking advantage of
already-defined regions, the Community Assessment details demographic and caseload data
within each of the City’s 15 urban villages. The villages — and the Planning Committee within
each — exist to assist the City in updating the General Plan; defining the future function, density,
and character of subareas within the village; and commenting on proposals for new zoning or
land use districts. A map outlining the boundaries of these villages is included as Figure 1 in the
Community Assessment.

Data was similarly detailed for Early Head Start and Head Start service areas. In most cases,
these services areas correspond to the boundaries of a school district or group of school districts®.

Allocating information provided for census tracts and zip codes required the development of
‘keys’ to apportion the data. In brief, this process involved:

e Collecting “shape files’ that outline the location boundaries of the geographic areas for
analysis (that is, the urban villages and Head Start service areas)?

e Overlaying these shape files with City boundary?, census tract, and zip code shape files

e Further overlaying these files with census block* and city boundary shape files

! Two different Head Start delegate agencies — Booker T. Washington and Greater Phoenix Urban League — serve
portions of the Phoenix Elementary School District.

2 The ‘shape files’ for the urban villages and Early Head Start service area were provided by the City. The school
district ‘shapes’ were gathered from the Census Bureau. Phoenix Elementary School had to be split at Central
Avenue to apportion its area to the two agencies that serve it.

3 If a school district extended outside of the Phoenix, the analysis included only the portion within the City.

4 The smallest Census geographic area is the census block. A collection of these blocks roll-up to form a census
block group. And a collection of census blocks groups form a census tract.
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e Calculating the total population of each zip code or census tract by adding the
populations of the census blocks within each zip code or census tract

e Calculating the percentage of the total population of each census tract or zip code that is
within the City limits by comparing the populations of the census blocks within the City
to the total determined in the previous step

e Calculating the percentage of the City population that is within each urban village or
Head Start service area by comparing the populations of the census blocks within the zip
code or census tract to the City total determined in the previous step

e Applying these percentages to the census tract and zip code data to allocate the data to
urban village and Head Start service areas

An example can make the methodology clearer. In this example, an estimate of the number of
service users — based on caseload estimates by zip code — is developed for Example Unified
School District (EUSD):

e An overlay analysis shows that all of zip code 12345 is within the city limits

e Another overlay shows a portion, but not all, of zip code 12345 lies within EUSD

e The 12345 zip code is composed of three census blocks

e These census blocks have populations of 30, 40, and 50 individuals, for a total of 120

e Only one of these census blocks — the one with a population of 30 — is in EUSD; thus, 25
percent (30 divided by 120) of any data for zip code 12345 is allocated to EUSD

e There are a total of 20 service users in zip code 12345 so an estimated 5 (20 multiplied by
25 percent) are in the EUSD boundaries

The allocation keys that were created are attached as Appendices A-I1 through A-V.

The Community Assessment also includes ‘buffer analyses’ to determine the proximity of
service locations to eligible individuals. Specifically, these analyses consider the locations of
senior centers, family service centers, and Head Start sites and measure the percentage of eligible
individuals within one mile and three miles of a location.

For community centers and senior centers, the service location was plotted and one-mile radius
circles were drawn around each. The population that was within a covered radius was tallied by
census tract. If a census tract was split by the border of the coverage radius, the census tract
population was prorated by geographical area, which assumes a constant population density
within a census tract. For example, if a census tract had 25 percent of its total land area within
the coverage radius, 25 percent of the census tract population was included. This was repeated
using a three-mile radius from the service location.

The Head Start analysis was similar, but also had to account for delegate agency boundaries.

Children may only attend Head Start delivered by the delegate agency serving that child’s school
district. Thus, if a child resides in School District 1, they can only attend Head Start programs
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delivered by the delegate agency for School District 1, even if they live nearer a Head Start site

in School District 2. To account for that requirement, the analysis was conducted separately for
each of the nine delegate agencies, calculating the proportion of children within a one-mile and

three-mile radius of a Head Start site within the school district in which they reside.

Race/Ethnicity

Many ACS tables can be filtered by racial group, allowing for analysis of demographic
differences across races (for example, developing the racial distribution for children under five
years of age living in poverty). However, for the purposes of the Census, ‘Hispanic/Latino’ is
not considered a race. Rather, it is considered an ethnicity and individuals must choose another
race, typically White/Caucasian or ‘some other’. In order to develop estimates of racial
populations that consider Hispanic/Latino on par with other races, a methodology was developed
to adjust the race totals to account for individuals of Hispanic descent.

In brief, the methodology included the following steps:
e Query the demographic variable (e.g., age group) to establish a ‘control total’

e Query the same demographic variable with filters for each race, total individuals of
Hispanic descent, and individuals of White/Caucasian descent who do not also identify as
Hispanic

e Treat the total count of individuals of Hispanic descent as its own race category
e Add the total for each racial group (including Hispanic)

o If the total across racial groups is greater than the overall control (indicating that some
individuals are being counted as both Hispanic and another race), reduce the number of
individuals in the “other’ category such that the resulting total equals the control total

e If the “other’ category is reduced to zero and the sum of the racial groups still exceed the
control total, prorate the remaining difference across the remaining races based on their
proportional representation within the census tract

This calculation was performed at the census tract level in order to facilitate the detailed
geographic analyses included in the Community Assessment.

This methodology provides a more complete portrayal of the racial/ethnic composition of the
City and its neighborhoods than separately reporting race excluding those of Hispanic descent
and the count of individuals of Hispanic descent. However, it is imprecise because the ACS
separately records race and Hispanic ethnicity requiring assumptions regarding how to assign
individuals to a single group. As the methodological description outlines, the analysis
effectively counted anyone of Hispanic origin as “Hispanic’ rather than whatever race they
selected. Given that 95 percent of individuals of Hispanic descent in Phoenix described
themselves as White or some other race (and another five percent selected multiple races), this
assumption appears reasonable and does not significantly undercount other races.

April 18, 2016



Zip Codes

Ahwatukee
Foothills

Alhambra

East

Camelback

Appendix A-11: Zip Code Allocations by Village

Central
City

Deer
Valley

Desert
View

Encanto

Estrella

Laveen

Maryvale

North
Gateway
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North
Mountain

Paradise
Valley

Rio Vista
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South
Mountain

85003
85004
85006

76.9%
77.8%
49.6%

23.1%
22.2%
50.4%

85007
85008
85009

75.1%

84.3%
20.7%
7.1%

15.7%
4.2%
3.1%

58.3%

31.4%

85012
85013
85014

57.6%
55.1%
1.1%

64.9%

42.4%
44.9%
34.1%

85015
85016
85017

75.7%

98.2%

90.7%

24.3%
9.3%

1.8%

85018
85019
85020

74.8%
4.9%

100.0%

25.7%

25.2%

69.3%

85021
85022
85023

35.8%

33.8%
66.7%

64.2%
26.5%
33.3%

39.8%

85024
85027
85028

41.2%
100.0%

28.8%

30.0%

100.0%

85029
85031
85032

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

85033
85034
85035

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

85037
85040
85041

27.9%

96.7%

100.0%
72.1%

85042
85043
85044

96.4%

95.9%

4.1%

100.0%

3.6%

85045

100.0%
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South
Mountain

85048
85050
85051

100.0%

49.8%
33.3%

66.7%

50.2%

85053
85054
85083

57.5%
100.0%
100.0%

42.5%

85085
85086
85087

37.3% 7.3%

51.9%
15.0%

4.5%
32.1%

85251
85253
85254

3.6%
0.8%

7.7%
93.9%

85255
85304
85305

0.0%

9.7%

24.0%

85306
85307
85308

17.2%

36.7%

32.4%

14.1%

85310
85331
85339

69.2%
66.0%

92.1%

85353

72.5%
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Zip Codes
85003 11.5% 85.3% 85.3%
85004 96.6%
85006 59.4% 2.8%
85007 96.5% 96.5% 1.1%
85008 4.2%
85009 59.7% 58.2% 7.7% 15% 67.4% 32.6%
85012
85013 9.1% 9.1%
85014
85015 66.3% 46.2% 7.3% 7.3% 20.0%
85016
85017 97.7% 69.6% 2.3% 2.3% 28.1%
85018
85019 100.0% 85.5% 14.5% 14.5%
85020 56.2% 56.2%
85021 95.6% 95.6%
85022 15.2% 15.2%
85023 91.5% 36.2% 55.3%
85024 8.5% 8.5%
85027 92.2% 92.2%
85028
85029 100.0% 100.0%
85031 100.0% 15.3% 823% 2.4% 84.7%
85032
85033 100.0% 99.6% 0.4% 100.0%
85034 84.0% 13.8%
85035 100.0% 15.6% 67.2% 17.3% 84.4%
85037 77.7% 77.7% 71.7%
85040 82.9%
85041 17.4% 0.0% 17.4% 17.4% 82.6%
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Zip Codes (cont.)
85042 75.6%
85043 100.0% 73.2% 7.4% 19.5% 26.8%
85044
85045
85048
85050
85051 100.0% 1.1% 98.9%
85053 100.0% 26.3% 73.7%
85054
85083 100.0% 100.0%
85085 96.6% 96.6%
85086 19.6% 19.6%
85087 32.1% 32.1%
85251
85253
85254
85255
85304 24.0% 24.0%
85305 9.7% 9.7% 9.7%
85306 31.4% 31.4%
85307 32.4% 32.4% 32.4%
85308 36.7% 36.6% 0.1%
85310 69.2% 69.2%
85331 0.0% 0.0%
85339 88.2% 88.2% 88.2% 3.4%
85353
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Appendix A-1V: Census Tract Allocations by Village

$2 £ ¥ Tz 3§33 T3 g < s ¢ £3 ££ 83 § sg
35 E S u € © 83 s 3 g 9 2 S = S £ T3 2 3 &
§g & @ 8 > 9 g g § s ‘s 3 §° = °3
£ = £ i 2 & s d & 2
c < @©
< O

Census Tract ID

04013082002 100.0%

04013082007 100.0%

04013082008 100.0%

04013082009 100.0%

04013082010 100.0%

04013082012 74.3%

04013082016 100.0%

04013082017 100.0%

04013082018 100.0%

04013082028 100.0%

04013082203 100.0%

04013082204 100.0%

04013082205 100.0%

04013082206 100.0%

04013082207 58.9%

04013092719 99.9%

04013103205 100.0%

04013103206 100.0%

04013103207 100.0%

04013103208 100.0%

04013103209 98.6%

04013103210 100.0%

04013103211 100.0%

04013103212 100.0%

04013103214 100.0%

04013103215 100.0%

04013103216 100.0%

04013103217 100.0%

04013103219 100.0%

04013103220 100.0%

04013103302 100.0%

04013103303 100.0%

04013103304 100.0%

04013103305 100.0%
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Census Tract ID (cont.)

04013103306 100.0%

04013103400 100.0%

04013103501 100.0%

04013103502 100.0%

04013103604 100.0%

04013103605 100.0%

04013103606 100.0%

04013103607 9.7% 90.3%

04013103608 100.0%

04013103609 100.0%

04013103611 16.1% 82.8% 1.1%

04013103612 100.0%

04013103614 100.0%

04013103615 100.0%

04013103701 28.9% 71.1%

04013103702 100.0%

04013103900 100.0%

04013104000 100.0%

04013104100 100.0%

04013104202 5.3% 94.7%

04013104203 100.0%

04013104204 100.0%

04013104205 100.0%

04013104206 100.0%

04013104207 100.0%

04013104212 100.0%

04013104218 13.3% 86.7%

04013104219 100.0%

04013104225 100.0%

04013104226 100.0%

04013104301 100.0%

04013104302 100.0%

04013104401 100.0%

04013104402 100.0%

04013104501 100.0%

04013104502 100.0%
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North
Mountain

Paradise
Valley

Rio Vista
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South
Mountain

04013104600
04013104701
04013104702

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

04013104801
04013104802
04013104900

22.1%

77.9%
100.0%
100.0%

04013105101
04013105102
04013105200

98.0%

100.0%

100.0%
2.0%

04013105300
04013105400
04013105501

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

04013105502
04013105503
04013105601

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

04013105602
04013105701
04013105702

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

04013105800
04013105900
04013106001

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

04013106002
04013106003
04013106100

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

04013106200
04013106300
04013106400

100.0%

100.0%
100.0%

04013106501
04013106502
04013106600

100.0%

100.0%
100.0%

04013106701
04013106702
04013106703

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

04013106801
04013106802
04013106900

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
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Census Tract ID (cont.)

04013107000 100.0%

04013107101 100.0%

04013107102 100.0%

04013107201 100.0%

04013107202 100.0%

04013107300 100.0%

04013107400 100.0%

04013107500 100.0%

04013107601 100.0%

04013107602 100.0%

04013107700 100.0%

04013107800 100.0%

04013107900 100.0%

04013108000 100.0%

04013108100 100.0%

04013108200 100.0%

04013108301 100.0%

04013108302 100.0%

04013108400 100.0%

04013108501 100.0%

04013108502 100.0%

04013108601 100.0%

04013108602 100.0%

04013108802 100.0%

04013108901 100.0%

04013108902 100.0%

04013109001 100.0%

04013109002 100.0%

04013109003 89.2% 10.8%

04013109101 100.0%

04013109102 100.0%

04013109200 100.0%

04013109300 100.0%

04013109400 100.0%

04013109500 100.0%

04013109601 100.0%
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Census Tract ID (cont.)

04013109602 100.0%

04013109603 100.0%

04013109604 100.0%

04013109701 100.0%

04013109702 100.0%

04013109703 100.0%

04013109704 100.0%

04013109705 100.0%

04013109801 100.0%

04013109802 100.0%

04013109900 100.0%

04013110001 100.0%

04013110002 100.0%

04013110100 100.0%

04013110400 100.0%

04013110501 100.0%

04013110502 100.0%

04013110600 100.0%

04013110701 10.4% 89.6%

04013110702 91.8% 8.2%

04013110801 100.0%

04013110802 100.0%

04013110901 100.0%

04013110902 100.0%

04013111000 100.0%

04013111100 100.0%

04013111201 100.0%

04013111202 100.0%

04013111203 100.0%

04013111204 100.0%

04013111300 100.0%

04013111401 100.0%

04013111402 100.0%

04013111501 100.0%

04013111502 98.4% 1.6%

04013111601 100.0%
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Census Tract ID (cont.)

Ahwatukee

Foothills

Alhambra

Camelback

East

Central
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Deer
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Desert
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Encanto
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Maryvale
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Gateway

North
Mountain
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Rio Vista
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South
Mountain

04013111602
04013111700
04013111800

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

04013111900
04013112100
04013112201

100.0%

100.0%
100.0%

04013112202
04013112301
04013112302

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

04013112401
04013112402
04013112502

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

04013112503
04013112504
04013112505

55.0%

100.0%
100.0%
45.0%

04013112507
04013112508
04013112509

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

04013112510
04013112511
04013112512

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

04013112513
04013112514
04013112601

100.0%
45.7%

54.3%

100.0%

04013112602
04013112700
04013112900

100.0%

100.0%
90.7%

9.3%

04013113000
04013113100
04013113201

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

04013113202
04013113203
04013113300

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

04013113400
04013113501
04013113502

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%
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Census Tract ID (cont.)

04013113601 100.0%

04013113602 100.0%

04013113700 100.0%

04013113801 44.0% 56.0%

04013113802 11.8% 35.3% 52.9%
04013113900 100.0%

04013114000 100.0%

04013114100 100.0%

04013114200 100.0%

04013114301 100.0%

04013114302 100.0%

04013114401 100.0%

04013114402 100.0%

04013114500 100.0%

04013114600 100.0%

04013114703 100.0%

04013114800 84.2% 15.8%
04013114900 100.0%

04013115200 100.0%
04013115300 100.0%
04013115400 100.0%
04013115500 100.0%

04013115600 100.0%
04013115700 100.0%
04013115801 100.0%
04013115802 100.0%
04013115900 100.0%
04013116000 100.0%
04013116100 100.0%
04013116202 100.0%
04013116203 100.0%
04013116204 100.0%
04013116205 100.0%
04013116300 100.0%
04013116400 100.0%
04013116500 100.0%
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Census Tract ID (cont.)

04013116602 100.0%

04013116603 100.0%

04013116604 100.0%

04013116605 100.0%

04013116606 100.0%

04013116607 98.7% 1.3%

04013116608 100.0%

04013116609 100.0%

04013116610 100.0%

04013116611 95.6%

04013116612 100.0%

04013116613 100.0%

04013116702 100.0%

04013116703 100.0%

04013116704 100.0%

04013116707 100.0%

04013116708 100.0%

04013116709 100.0%

04013116710 100.0%

04013116711 100.0%

04013116712 100.0%

04013116713 100.0%

04013116714 100.0%

04013116715 100.0%

04013116717 100.0%

04013116718 100.0%

04013116719 100.0%

04013116720 100.0%

04013116721 100.0%

04013116725 100.0%

04013116727 100.0%

04013116728 100.0%

04013116729 100.0%

04013116730 100.0%

04013116731 100.0%

04013116732 2.6% 97.4%
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Census Tract ID (cont.)

North
Mountain

City of Phoenix Human Services Department
2016 Community Assessment

Paradise
Valley

Rio Vista
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South
Mountain

04013116733 81.3% 3.9%
04013116800 32.6% 62.2% 5.2%
04013116900 83.7% 16.3%

14.8%

04013117000 13.2% 86.8%
04013117100 100.0%
04013117200 100.0%

04013117300 50.9% 31.9%
04013610000 18.8%
04013610600 100.0%

50.2%

17.2%

04013610800 0.1%
04013611300 100.0%
04013611400 100.0%

04013611500 100.0%
04013611600 100.0%
04013611700 100.0%

04013611800 100.0%
04013611900 100.0%
04013612000 19.2% 58.6%

04013612200 19.4% 80.6%
04013612300 100.0%
04013612400 100.0%

04013612500 98.1%
04013612600 100.0%
04013612700 100.0%

04013612800 100.0%
04013612900 87.5%
04013613000 69.5%

04013613300 71.6%
04013614300 1.7%
04013614400 100.0%

04013614500 100.0%
04013614600 100.0%
04013614700 100.0%

04013614800 100.0%
04013614900 57.0%
04013615000 100.0%

43.0%
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Census Tract ID (cont.)

04013615100 100.0%

04013615200 100.0%

04013616100 100.0%

04013616200 100.0%

04013616300 100.0%

04013616400 100.0%

04013616500 100.0%

04013616600 100.0%

04013616700 100.0%

04013616800 100.0%

04013616900 100.0%

04013617000 100.0%

04013617100 2.4% 97.6%

04013617200 100.0%

04013617300 4.1% 95.9%

04013618100 100.0%

04013618200 100.0%

04013618300 100.0%

04013618400 100.0%

04013618500 100.0%

04013618600 100.0%

04013618700 100.0%

04013618800 100.0%

04013618900 100.0%

04013619000 100.0%

04013619100 100.0%

04013619200 100.0%

04013619300 100.0%

04013619400 100.0%

04013619500 100.0%

04013619600 100.0%

04013619700 100.0%

04013619800 100.0%

04013619900 1.4% 98.6%
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Appendix A-V: Census Tract Allocations by Early Head Start/Head Start Delegate Agency Service Areas

Start

Early Head

Census Tract ID

Alhambra

Booker T.
Washington

Phoenix

Elem.

Deer Valley

Fowler

Cart-
wright

Isaac

Laveen

Greater

ast Phoenix Urban
9 League (GPUL)

Pender-
Phoenix

Elem.

River-

side

Total

Murphy

Roosevelt

Washington

Wilson

04013082002
04013082007
04013082008

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

04013082009
04013082010
04013082012

100.0%
100.0%
74.3%

100.0%
100.0%
74.3%

100.0%
100.0%
74.3%

04013082016
04013082017
04013082018

100.0%

99.6%

100.0%

99.6%

100.0%

99.6%

04013082028
04013082203
04013082204

04013082205
04013082206
04013082207

04013092719
04013103205
04013103206

99.9%

99.9%

99.9%

04013103207
04013103208
04013103209

04013103210
04013103211
04013103212

04013103214
04013103215
04013103216

04013103217
04013103219
04013103220
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Census Tract ID (cont.)
04013103302
04013103303
04013103304
04013103305
04013103306
04013103400
04013103501
04013103502
04013103604 100.0% 100.0%
04013103605 100.0% 100.0%
04013103606
04013103607
04013103608 100.0% 100.0%
04013103609 100.0% 100.0%
04013103611
04013103612 100.0% 100.0%
04013103614 100.0% 100.0%
04013103615 100.0% 100.0%
04013103701
04013103702 3.7% 3.7%
04013103900 100.0% 100.0%
04013104000 100.0% 100.0%
04013104100 100.0% 100.0%
04013104202 100.0% 100.0%
04013104203 100.0% 100.0%
04013104204 100.0% 100.0%
04013104205 100.0% 100.0%
04013104206 100.0% 100.0%
04013104207 100.0% 100.0%
04013104212 100.0% 100.0%
04013104218 100.0% 100.0%
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Census Tract ID (cont.)
04013104219 100.0% 100.0%
04013104225 100.0% 100.0%
04013104226 100.0% 100.0%
04013104301 100.0% 100.0%
04013104302 100.0% 100.0%
04013104401 100.0% 100.0%
04013104402 100.0% 100.0%
04013104501 100.0% 100.0%
04013104502 100.0% 100.0%
04013104600 100.0% 100.0%
04013104701 100.0% 100.0%
04013104702 100.0% 100.0%
04013104801
04013104802
04013104900
04013105101
04013105102
04013105200 90.7% 90.7%
04013105300 100.0% 100.0%
04013105400 100.0% 100.0%
04013105501 100.0% 100.0%
04013105502 100.0% 100.0%
04013105503 100.0% 100.0%
04013105601 100.0% 100.0%
04013105602 100.0% 100.0%
04013105701 100.0% 100.0%
04013105702 100.0% 100.0%
04013105800 100.0% 100.0%
04013105900 100.0% 100.0%
04013106001 100.0% 100.0%
04013106002 100.0% 100.0%
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Census Tract ID (cont.)
04013106003 100.0% 100.0%
04013106100 100.0% 100.0%
04013106200
04013106300
04013106400
04013106501
04013106502
04013106600
04013106701 100.0% 100.0%
04013106702 100.0% 100.0%
04013106703 100.0% 100.0%
04013106801 100.0% 100.0%
04013106802 100.0% 100.0%
04013106900 100.0% 100.0%
04013107000 100.0% 100.0%
04013107101 100.0% 100.0%
04013107102 100.0% 100.0%
04013107201 100.0% 100.0%
04013107202 100.0% 100.0%
04013107300 100.0% 100.0%
04013107400
04013107500
04013107601
04013107602
04013107700
04013107800
04013107900
04013108000
04013108100
04013108200
04013108301
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Census Tract ID (cont.)
04013108302
04013108400
04013108501
04013108502
04013108601
04013108602
04013108802
04013108901
04013108902
04013109001 100.0% 100.0%
04013109002 100.0% 100.0%
04013109003 100.0% 100.0%
04013109101 100.0% 100.0%
04013109102 100.0% 100.0%
04013109200 100.0% 100.0%
04013109300 100.0% 100.0%
04013109400 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
04013109500 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
04013109601 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
04013109602 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
04013109603 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
04013109604 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
04013109701 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
04013109702 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
04013109703 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
04013109704 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
04013109705 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
04013109801 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
04013109802 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
04013109900 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
04013110001 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
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Start
Alhambra
Booker T

Early Head
Washington

Phoenix
Elem.

Census Tract ID (cont.)

Deer Valley

Fowler

Cart-
wright

Greater

ast Phoenix Urban
9 League (GPUL)

Isaac
Phoenix

Laveen
Pender-
Elem.

River-

side

Total

Murphy

City of Phoenix Human Services Department
2016 Community Assessment

Roosevelt

Washington

Wilson

04013110002
04013110100
04013110400

100.0%

100.0% 44.9%

100.0%

55.1%

100.0%
55.1%

04013110501
04013110502
04013110600

04013110701
04013110702
04013110801

04013110802
04013110901
04013110902

04013111000
04013111100
04013111201

04013111202
04013111203
04013111204

04013111300
04013111401
04013111402

04013111501
04013111502
04013111601

04013111602
04013111700
04013111800

90.2%
44 5%

35.8%

35.8%

04013111900
04013112100
04013112201

100.0%
100.0%

85.2%
100.0%
100.0%

85.2%
100.0%
100.0%

04013112202

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

Page | A-26

April 18, 2016



City of Phoenix Human Services Department
2016 Community Assessment

=] . - — ~ )
85 £ 8 & & 253 £ § § 3
o e 82 3§ 8 £55 S 5§ 7 3
> < o = L N s o =
= S oG b - S 5
Lﬁ < 0 © o) % 35 e ©
= a o2 =
)
o 3
o £LE 8 0§ 3% ff 58 %
o 9 c D © [} T O o 9 S ! o
E Ll (@] E 2 (% c o w = =
& 508 £
Census Tract ID (cont.)
04013112301 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
04013112302 100.0% 37.8% 62.2% 100.0%
04013112401 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
04013112402 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
04013112502 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
04013112503 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
04013112504 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
04013112505 100.0% 100.0%
04013112507 100.0% 99.0% 1.0% 100.0%
04013112508 100.0% 100.0%
04013112509 100.0% 58.6% 41.4% 41.4%
04013112510 100.0% 100.0%
04013112511 100.0% 100.0%
04013112512 100.0% 21.8% 78.2% 78.2%
04013112513 100.0% 47.1% 52.9% 52.9%
04013112514 100.0% 54.3% 45.7% 100.0%
04013112601 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
04013112602 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
04013112700 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
04013112900 100.0% 100.0%
04013113000 56.4% 43.6% 43.6%
04013113100 61.0% 39.0% 39.0%
04013113201 100.0%
04013113202 100.0%
04013113203 100.0%
04013113300 50.5% 13.8%
04013113400 96.6%
04013113501
04013113502 50.5%
04013113601
04013113602
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Roosevelt

Washington

Wilson

04013113700
04013113801
04013113802

46.7%
23.5%

04013113900
04013114000
04013114100

93.6%
100.0%
6.9%

93.1%

93.1%

6.4%

04013114200
04013114301
04013114302

41.4%

58.6%
100.0%
100.0%

58.6%
100.0%
100.0%

04013114401
04013114402
04013114500

18.6%
54.1%

18.6%
54.1%

81.4%
45.9%
100.0%

04013114600
04013114703
04013114800

41.2%

79.4%

41.2%

41.2%

79.4%

58.8%
100.0%
4.7%

15.8%

04013114900
04013115200
04013115300

28.4%

71.6%

71.6%

35.6%
100.0%

04013115400
04013115500
04013115600

100.0% 100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

100.0%

04013115700
04013115801
04013115802

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

04013115900
04013116000
04013116100

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

04013116202
04013116203
04013116204

100.0%

04013116205
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Roosevelt

Washington

Wilson

04013116300
04013116400
04013116500

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

04013116602
04013116603
04013116604

100.0%
100.0%

100.0%
100.0%

100.0%
100.0%

100.0%

04013116605
04013116606
04013116607

100.0%
100.0%

100.0%
100.0%

100.0%
100.0%

100.0%

04013116608
04013116609
04013116610

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

100.0%
100.0%
100.0%

04013116611
04013116612
04013116613

95.6%
4.6%

95.6%
4.6%

95.6%
4.6%

95.4%
100.0%

04013116702
04013116703
04013116704

100.0%
100.0%
75.1%

04013116707
04013116708
04013116709

04013116710
04013116711
04013116712

04013116713
04013116714
04013116715

04013116717
04013116718
04013116719

04013116720
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Census Tract ID (cont.)
04013116721
04013116725
04013116727
04013116728
04013116729
04013116730
04013116731
04013116732 8.1% 8.1% 8.1% 91.9%
04013116733 5.3% 5.3% 5.3% 3.2%
04013116800 100.0% 100.0%
04013116900 62.1% 62.1% 37.9% 37.9%
04013117000 52.2% 52.2% 47.8% 47.8%
04013117100
04013117200 95.9% 4.1%
04013117300 82.6% 17.4%
04013610000 69.0% 69.0%
04013610600 100.0% 100.0%
04013610800 0.1% 0.1%
04013611300 100.0% 100.0%
04013611400 100.0% 100.0%
04013611500 100.0% 100.0%
04013611600 100.0% 100.0%
04013611700 100.0% 100.0%
04013611800 100.0% 100.0%
04013611900 100.0% 100.0%
04013612000 77.8% 77.8%
04013612200 100.0% 100.0%
04013612300 100.0% 100.0%
04013612400
04013612500 0.1% 0.1%
04013612600
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Census Tract ID (cont.)
04013612700
04013612800
04013612900
04013613000
04013613300 0.1% 0.1%
04013614300 1.7% 1.7%
04013614400 100.0% 100.0%
04013614500 100.0% 100.0%
04013614600 100.0% 100.0%
04013614700 100.0% 100.0%
04013614800 100.0% 100.0%
04013614900 55.8% 55.8%
04013615000
04013615100
04013615200
04013616100 100.0% 100.0%
04013616200 100.0% 100.0%
04013616300 100.0% 100.0%
04013616400 100.0% 100.0%
04013616500 100.0% 100.0%
04013616600 100.0% 100.0%
04013616700
04013616800
04013616900
04013617000
04013617100
04013617200
04013617300
04013618100 100.0% 100.0%
04013618200 100.0% 100.0%
04013618300 100.0% 100.0%
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Census Tract ID (cont.)
04013618400 100.0% 100.0%
04013618500 100.0% 100.0%
04013618600 100.0% 100.0%
04013618700 100.0% 100.0%
04013618800 100.0% 100.0%
04013618900
04013619000
04013619100
04013619200
04013619300
04013619400
04013619500
04013619600
04013619700
04013619800
04013619900
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Appendix B: Additional Information Relating to the Demographic

Profile*
Appendix Title Page
Appendix B-I Select Demographics of Phoenix Residents by Village B-2
Appendix B-11  Select Demographics of Phoenix Residents Living in Poverty by B-5
Village
Appendix B-I11l  Calculated Poverty Rates for Select Demographics by Village B-7
Appendix B-IV  Select Demographics of Phoenix Residents 60 Years of Age and Older B-9
by Village
Appendix B-V  Projected Population Growth, 2010 — 2030 B-11

* Summaries based on Census Bureau’s five-year (2010 — 2014) American Community Survey (ACS)
tables. See Appendix A for additional information regarding the ACS and methodologies used to
develop these estimates.
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Total Residents 6,531,521 1,511,330 79,077 133,161 136,723 54,761 173,111 50,948 54,919 83,263 52,534 217,315 17,015 164,329 173,762 5,545 114,867
Total Households 2,376,464 528,307 31,269 45224 59,154 17,888 65,699 19,512 23,002 21,025 14,421 58,154 6,110 62,893 68,098 1,579 34,279
Age
Under 5 years 438,690 115953 4,510 11,175 8,925 4,079 12,181 3,063 3,738 8,050 5,301 21,085 1,469 12,013 9,415 402 10,547
% of Total 6.7% 7.7% 5.7% 8.4% 6.5% 7.4% 7.0% 6.0% 6.8% 9.7% 10.1% 9.7% 8.6% 7.3% 5.4% 7.3% 9.2%
5 to 14 years 905,557 229,431 10,519 21,742 16,519 9,206 23,074 8284 6,342 15841 10,661 41,731 3,082 21,031 21,181 567 19,653
% of Total 13.9% 152% 133% 16.3% 121% 168% 133% 16.3% 115% 19.0% 20.3% 19.2% 181% 128% 122% 10.2% 17.1%
15to 17 years 268,948 65,697 3,842 6,440 4,548 2,456 6,705 2,467 1,946 4,457 2,887 11,405 568 5,500 6,909 124 5,442
% of Total 4.1% 4.3% 4.9% 4.8% 3.3% 4.5% 3.9% 4.8% 3.5% 5.4% 5.5% 5.2% 3.3% 3.3% 4.0% 2.2% 4.7%
18 to 24 years 653,905 156,268 5,553 14,148 12,906 6,765 15,742 2,597 5,831 10,811 4,531 30,010 881 17,616 15,384 561 12,931
% of Total 10.0% 10.3% 7.0% 10.6% 94% 12.4% 9.1% 51% 10.6% 13.0% 8.6% 13.8% 52% 10.7% 89% 10.1% 11.3%
25 to 34 years 869,857 233,653 10,154 18,529 24,187 8,738 28,159 5910 9,889 15,159 9,221 32,236 2,550 24,904 24,073 883 19,062
% of Total 13.3% 155% 128% 139% 17.7% 16.0% 163% 11.6% 18.0% 182% 17.6% 14.8% 150% 152% 139% 159% 16.6%
35 to 44 years 825,533 215,006 12,406 18,557 19,009 7,904 24,919 8,352 8,884 11,743 7,592 29,720 3,414 21,246 24,413 911 15,938
% of Total 12.6% 142% 157% 139% 139% 144% 144% 16.4% 16.2% 141% 145% 137% 20.1% 12.9% 14.0% 16.4% 13.9%
45 to 54 years 837,247 202,498 14,120 16,449 19,599 7,142 25,967 8,279 7,418 9,127 5,669 24,015 2,071 22,710 26,238 814 12,880
% of Total 12.8% 134% 17.9% 124% 143% 13.0% 15.0% 16.2% 135% 11.0% 108% 11.1% 122% 138% 151% 14.7% 11.2%
55 to 64 years 761,876 154,655 10,388 12,861 15391 4,345 20,929 6,084 6,079 4,895 3,900 14,940 1,519 19,430 23,177 586 10,130
% of Total 11.7% 10.2% 13.1% 9.7% 11.3% 79% 121% 11.9% 11.1% 5.9% 7.4% 6.9% 89% 118% 133% 10.6% 8.8%
65 to 74 years 556,587 82,531 4,479 6,638 8,282 2,380 9,995 3,476 3,065 2,162 1,892 7,699 993 12,203 13,540 405 5,322
% of Total 8.5% 5.5% 5.7% 5.0% 6.1% 4.3% 5.8% 6.8% 5.6% 2.6% 3.6% 3.5% 5.8% 7.4% 7.8% 7.3% 4.6%
75 years and over 413,321 55,638 3,106 6,623 7,356 1,747 5,440 2,437 1,728 1,018 879 4,474 468 7,676 9,433 293 2,961
% of Total 6.3% 3.7% 3.9% 5.0% 5.4% 3.2% 3.1% 4.8% 3.1% 1.2% 1.7% 2.1% 2.8% 4.7% 5.4% 5.3% 2.6%
Household Composition
Family: Married couple 1,131,812 219,817 16,590 15534 18,175 4,812 31,934 11,305 5,865 9,876 7,744 25,226 3,336 23,792 31,600 1,068 12,960
% of Total 47.6% 416% 531% 343% 30.7% 26.9% 486% 57.9% 255% 47.0% 53.7% 434% 546% 37.8% 46.4% 67.6% 37.8%
Family: Male HH'er; no wife 128,225 34,958 1,316 3,858 2,836 1,308 4,023 643 1555 2,116 940 5,643 341 4,101 3,141 41 3,096
% of Total 5.4% 6.6% 4.2% 8.5% 4.8% 7.3% 6.1% 3.3% 6.8% 10.1% 6.5% 9.7% 5.6% 6.5% 4.6% 2.6% 9.0%
Fam: Female HH'er; no husband 302,309 80,831 3,396 7,941 7,499 3,647 7,630 1,743 2,863 4,676 2,784 13,336 610 9,457 7,762 142 7,345
% of Total 12.7% 153% 109% 17.6% 12.7% 20.4% 11.6% 89% 124% 222% 193% 229% 10.0% 15.0% 11.4% 9.0% 21.4%
Non-Family: Female householder 417,917 93,827 5,185 8,093 15,005 3,377 10,991 3,309 5,810 1,495 1,581 6,515 968 12,386 14,037 72 5,005
% of Total 17.6% 17.8% 16.6% 179% 254% 189% 16.7% 17.0% 25.3% 71% 11.0% 11.2% 158% 19.7% 20.6% 4.6% 14.6%
Non-Family: Male householder 396,201 98,874 4,781 9,798 15,639 4,744 11,121 2,512 6,908 2,862 1,373 7,434 855 13,157 11,559 255 5,875
% of Total 16.7% 18.7% 153% 21.7% 26.4% 265% 16.9% 12.9% 30.0% 13.6% 95% 128% 14.0% 20.9% 17.0% 16.2% 17.1%
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Race/Ethnicity
American Indian/Alaska Native 261,789 23,645 977 3,821 3,377 981 1,997 94 1,731 1,317 309 2,813 74 2,883 510 111 2,651
% of Total 4.0% 1.6% 1.2% 2.9% 2.5% 1.8% 1.2% 0.2% 3.2% 1.6% 0.6% 1.3% 0.4% 1.8% 0.3% 2.0% 2.3%
Asian 185,796 49,609 4,524 5,526 3,546 556 8,268 2,317 1,969 1,103 2,361 2,801 899 6,385 7,194 180 1,978
% of Total 2.8% 3.3% 5.7% 4.1% 2.6% 1.0% 4.8% 4.5% 3.6% 1.3% 4.5% 1.3% 5.3% 3.9% 4.1% 3.3% 1.7%
Black/African American 256,287 97,359 4,264 9,298 8,285 5,817 4,984 466 3,925 6,482 10,071 13,853 340 7,832 3,848 180 17,713
% of Total 3.9% 6.4% 5.4% 7.0% 6.1% 10.6% 2.9% 0.9% 7.1% 78% 19.2% 6.4% 2.0% 4.8% 2.2% 3.2% 15.4%
Hispanic 1,964,913 608,378 9,609 63,552 42,659 35203 27,997 3,279 23,138 61,296 25,859 165,028 1,488 48,409 29,255 653 70,954
% of Total 30.1% 40.3% 122% 47.7% 31.2% 64.3% 16.2% 6.4% 421% 73.6% 49.2% 75.9% 87% 295% 16.8% 11.8% 61.8%
Native Hawaiian/Other Islander 11,616 3,256 113 428 250 30 125 36 82 426 52 421 21 358 69 9 835
% of Total 0.2% 0.2% 0.1% 0.3% 0.2% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.5% 0.1% 0.2% 0.1% 0.2% 0.0% 0.2% 0.7%
White/Caucasian 3,720,822 699,346 56,664 48,096 75,157 11,759 125,415 43,682 23,347 11,345 12,532 30,258 13,836 94,805 128,871 4,174 19,407
% of Total 57.0% 46.3% 71.7% 36.1% 55.0% 215% 724% 85.7% 425% 13.6% 23.9% 139% 81.3% 57.7% 742% 75.3% 16.9%
Two or More Races 123,325 27,716 2,831 2,205 2,896 276 4,222 1,035 705 1,273 1,313 1,848 335 3,542 3,717 228 1,289
% of Total 1.9% 1.8% 3.6% 1.7% 2.1% 0.5% 2.4% 2.0% 1.3% 1.5% 2.5% 0.9% 2.0% 2.2% 2.1% 4.1% 1.1%
Other 6,973 2,021 96 235 555 140 103 38 23 20 37 293 22 113 298 10 39
% of Total 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.2% 0.4% 0.3% 0.1% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.2% 0.2% 0.0%
Citizenship
Citizen 5,989,361 1,297,702 75,319 108,297 120,762 42,797 160,774 49,422 46,023 65,296 47,968 162,857 16,269 144,332 158,129 5,153 94,305
% of Total 91.7% 85.9% 95.2% 813% 883% 782% 929% 97.0% 83.8% 784% 91.3% 749% 956% 87.8% 91.0% 92.9% 82.1%
Non-Citizen 542,160 213,628 3,758 24,865 15961 11,964 12,337 1,527 8,896 17,967 4566 54,458 746 19,997 15,633 392 20,562
% of Total 8.3% 14.1% 48% 187% 11.7% 21.8% 7.1% 3.0% 16.2% 21.6% 8.7% 25.1% 44% 12.2% 9.0% 71% 17.9%
Language at Home (Households)
English Only 1,737,525 350,588 25,004 26,634 43,942 8,742 53,545 16,351 15,240 7,882 8,168 21,042 5,133 45,924 53,885 1,335 17,760
% of Total 73.1% 66.4% 80.0% 58.9% 743% 489% 815% 83.8% 66.3% 37.5% 56.6% 36.2% 84.0% 73.0% 79.1% 84.6% 51.8%
Spanish 458,491 136,855 2,719 14,654 11,210 8,191 6,302 1,166 6,150 12,473 4,750 34,814 218 11,448 7,900 50 14,810
% of Total 19.3% 25.9% 87% 324% 18.9% 45.8% 9.6% 6.0% 26.7% 59.3% 32.9% 59.9% 3.6% 18.2% 11.6% 3.2% 43.2%
Other Language 180,448 40,864 3,546 3,936 4,002 954 5,851 1,995 1,612 669 1,503 2,298 759 5,521 6,313 194 1,710
% of Total 7.6% 77% 11.3% 8.7% 6.8% 5.3% 8.9% 10.2% 7.0% 3.2% 10.4% 4.0% 12.4% 8.8% 9.3% 12.3% 5.0%
Linguistic Isolation (Households)
Spanish Only - Ling. Isolated 87,038 30,990 124 3,959 2,966 2,718 1,341 68 1,651 2,666 405 7,749 32 2,745 1,516 0 3,051
% of Total 3.7% 5.9% 0.4% 8.8% 5.0% 15.2% 2.0% 0.3% 72% 12.7% 28% 13.3% 0.5% 4.4% 2.2% 0.0% 8.9%
Other Lang. Only - Ling. Iso. 26,469 7,344 370 1,247 708 438 781 167 423 95 218 553 89 1,085 805 0 366
% of Total 1.1% 1.4% 1.2% 2.8% 1.2% 2.4% 1.2% 0.9% 1.8% 0.5% 1.5% 1.0% 1.4% 1.7% 1.2% 0.0% 1.1%

April 18, 2016



City of Phoenix Human Services Department
2016 Community Assessment

Page | B-4

© X [0 © X2 T => 2 o © c o c > cc Q> o c c
< = 2= 5 ge 55 42 g3 E 3 8 s £8% 3 282 3 =
e o) S S £ ouw oS 95 @ o o > S ce TT S 3 s
N =S = o} v o = > z 9 Zz < @© »n S
= 0 T Q © [0) > a e 0 ® - = = s> 5 S
< = z 0 < € © L w = < & o S Qo o
= £ < T = o = e o =

< (@)

Educational Attainment (Age 25+)
Less than high school graduation 602,306 179,541 1,615 20,601 13910 12,678 10,142 755 7,272 15,709 5170 43,912 410 16,029 10,855 354 20,128

% of Total 14.1% 19.0% 3.0% 259% 148% 39.3% 8.8% 22% 196% 356% 17.7% 38.8% 3.7% 14.8% 9.0% 9.1% 30.4%
High School graduates 1,044,940 225670 7,993 20,834 18,401 8,143 28,748 4839 7,749 13,420 6,567 33,947 1,708 29,667 24,450 1,011 18,193
% of Total 24.5% 23.9% 14.6% 26.2% 19.6% 252% 24.9% 14.0% 209% 30.4% 225% 30.0% 155% 27.4% 20.2% 26.0% 27.4%
Some college, associates degree 1,461,849 287,182 17,889 23,303 27,703 6,606 44,477 9,516 10,759 10,826 10,418 26,679 4,047 37,407 39,325 1,586 16,641
% of Total 34.3% 304% 32.7% 29.3% 295% 20.5% 385% 27.6% 29.0% 245% 357% 23.6% 36.7% 34.6% 325% 40.8% 25.1%
Bachelor's degree or higher 1,155,326 251,588 27,156 14,920 33,811 4,828 32,043 19,427 11,282 4,149 7,000 8545 4,849 25066 46,243 939 11,331
% of Total 27.1% 26.7% 49.7% 18.7% 36.0% 15.0% 27.8% 56.2% 30.4% 9.4% 24.0% 76% 440% 232% 383% 241% 17.1%
Employment (Age 16+)

Employed 2,760,620 677,900 43,122 51,628 69,674 17,366 89,419 25431 26,933 30,299 22932 79534 7,999 75680 91,080 2,119 44,684
% of Total 54.1% 59.3% 68.8% 52.7% 635% 42.6% 659% 657% 61.0% 522% 645% 52.8% 657% 585% 64.6% 46.4% 54.0%
Not Employed 2,337,937 465,818 19,563 46,270 39,993 23,353 46,300 13,280 17,194 27,725 12,627 71,228 4,167 53,679 49,870 2,448 38,122
% of Total 45.9% 40.7% 31.2% 47.3% 365% 57.4% 341% 343% 39.0% 478% 355% 47.2% 343% 415% 354% 53.6% 46.0%
Income (Households)

Less than $15,000 305,956 76,403 1,503 10,054 8913 6,430 5491 974 4,487 3,663 1,175 11,663 345 9,034 6,145 48 6,477
% of Total 12.9% 14.5% 48% 222% 151% 35.9% 8.4% 50% 195% 17.4% 8.1% 20.1% 56% 14.4% 9.0% 3.0% 18.9%
$15,000 to $24,999 265,822 60,760 1,419 6,961 6,760 3,436 6,001 697 2,955 2,602 908 9,042 255 9,019 6,264 70 4,369
% of Total 11.2% 11.5% 45% 154% 11.4% 19.2% 9.1% 3.6% 12.8% 12.4% 6.3% 15.5% 42% 14.3% 9.2% 44% 12.7%
$25,000 to $34,999 266,012 59,853 1,783 5940 7,179 2,119 6,705 843 2,658 3119 1,678 9,046 361 8,197 5718 75 4431
% of Total 11.2% 11.3% 57% 13.1% 12.1% 11.8% 10.2% 43% 11.6% 148% 11.6% 15.6% 59% 13.0% 8.4% 47% 12.9%
$35,000 to $49,999 352,225 78,600 3,887 6250 9341 1992 9619 2214 3,833 3,228 2,231 10,466 1,007 9,390 9,647 143 5,354
% of Total 14.8% 149% 124% 138% 158% 11.1% 146% 11.3% 16.7% 154% 155% 18.0% 16.5% 14.9% 14.2% 9.0% 15.6%
$50,000 to $74,999 439,507 93,306 5649 7,637 9,801 1,778 13,041 3,345 3334 4282 3015 9990 1,067 11,360 12,725 421 5,863
% of Total 18.5% 17.7% 181% 16.9% 16.6% 99% 199% 17.1% 145% 204% 209% 17.2% 17.5% 18.1% 18.7% 26.7% 17.1%
$75,000 to $99,999 280,806 57,659 4,685 3,161 5814 927 9,774 2528 2,357 2240 2,173 4533 966 6,759 8,188 244 3,310
% of Total 11.8% 10.9% 15.0% 7.0% 9.8% 52% 149% 13.0% 10.2% 10.7% 15.1% 7.8% 158% 10.7% 12.0% 15.5% 9.7%
$100,000 or more 466,136 101,726 12,342 5221 11,346 1,204 15,069 8912 3,377 1,891 3241 3414 2,110 9,135 19411 578 4,475
% of Total 19.6% 19.3% 395% 11.5% 19.2% 6.7% 229% 45.7% 14.7% 9.0% 22.5% 59% 345% 145% 285% 36.6% 13.1%
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Total Residents 1,237,223 350,557 4,701 45,997 29,694 26,839 19,557 2,985 15,850 24,965 7,838 76,621 882 35,779 22,969 375 35,506
Total Households 370,460 100,442 1,785 13,162 10,798 7,495 6,989 1,039 5467 5474 1,692 18,087 342 11,388 7,536 48 9,139
Age
Under 5 years 127,733 41,383 397 5783 3,075 2554 1,626 342 2,047 3,006 1,154 9,900 62 4313 2,291 0 4,832
% of Total 10.3% 11.8% 8.4% 126% 10.4% 9.5% 83% 114% 129% 12.0% 14.7% 12.9% 7.0% 121% 10.0% 0.0% 13.6%
5to 14 years 233,882 77,357 625 10,175 5979 6,252 3,348 565 2,902 5759 2,318 19,591 103 7,122 4,446 13 8,158
% of Total 18.9% 221% 133% 221% 20.1% 233% 17.1% 189% 183% 23.1% 29.6% 25.6% 11.7% 19.9% 19.4% 35% 23.0%
15to 17 years 61,782 18,211 304 2437 1293 1,303 1,271 120 685 1,493 532 4,338 9 1,379 1,226 0 1,819
% of Total 5.0% 5.2% 6.5% 5.3% 4.4% 4.9% 6.5% 4.0% 4.3% 6.0% 6.8% 5.7% 1.0% 3.9% 5.3% 0.0% 5.1%
18 to 24 years 201,727 45,486 641 5830 3,606 3,383 2,607 220 1,851 3,095 854 10,398 153 5,385 2,855 61 4,548
% of Total 16.3% 13.0% 13.6% 12.7% 12.1% 126% 133% 7.4% 11.7% 12.4% 109% 13.6% 17.4% 15.0% 12.4% 16.3% 12.8%
25 to 34 years 172,376 51,318 734 6,606 4558 3,402 2,684 557 2,563 4,204 1,001 10,479 145 5290 3,603 113 5,379
% of Total 13.9% 146% 15.6% 14.4% 153% 12.7% 13.7% 18.7% 16.2% 16.8% 128% 13.7% 16.4% 148% 157% 30.1% 15.1%
35 to 44 years 136,168 45,104 422 5724 3865 3,607 2,640 385 2,480 3,214 930 9,926 118 4,057 3,216 104 4,416
% of Total 11.0% 12.9% 9.0% 124% 13.0% 134% 135% 129% 156% 12.9% 11.9% 13.0% 13.4% 11.3% 14.0% 27.6% 12.4%
45 to 54 years 120,010 33,328 649 4,426 3,227 3,013 2,416 248 1,352 2,395 583 6,054 64 3,833 2,230 38 2,800
% of Total 9.7% 9.5% 13.8% 9.6% 109% 11.2% 124% 8.3% 8.5% 9.6% 7.4% 7.9% 7.3% 10.7% 9.7% 10.2% 7.9%
55 to 64 years 96,909 22,328 538 2,941 2307 1,898 1,978 265 1,037 1,122 272 3,582 106 2,763 1,488 9 2,022
% of Total 7.8% 6.4% 11.5% 6.4% 7.8% 71% 10.1% 8.9% 6.5% 45% 3.5% 47% 12.0% 7.7% 6.5% 2.4% 5.7%
65 to 74 years 47,545 9,277 165 1,292 1,019 907 504 166 558 438 61 1,441 93 984 733 0 916
% of Total 3.8% 2.6% 3.5% 2.8% 3.4% 3.4% 26% 5.6% 3.5% 1.8% 0.8% 1.9% 10.5% 2.7% 3.2% 0.0% 2.6%
75 years and over 39,090 6,765 226 782 764 520 483 117 377 236 132 911 29 654 880 37 617
% of Total 3.2% 1.9% 4.8% 1.7% 2.6% 1.9% 25% 3.9% 2.4% 09% 1.7% 1.2% 3.3% 1.8% 3.8% 9.9% 1.7%
Household Composition
Family: Married couple 86,254 23,443 409 2,804 1,850 1,569 1,500 242 912 1,934 520 5,729 87 2221 1,599 0 2,067
% of Total 23.3% 233% 229% 21.3% 17.1% 20.9% 215% 23.3% 16.7% 353% 30.7% 31.7% 25.4% 195% 21.2% 0.0% 22.6%
Family: Male HH'er; no wife 26,402 8,481 147 1,387 551 558 583 50 494 509 214 1,716 4 902 418 0 949
% of Total 7.1% 8.4% 8.2% 10.5% 5.1% 7.4% 8.3% 4.8% 9.0% 9.3% 12.6% 9.5% 1.1% 7.9% 5.5% 0.0% 10.4%
Fam: Female HH'er; no husband 95,981 29,195 375 3,957 2,782 2,415 1,437 216 1,064 1,805 622 6,340 64 3,353 1,864 14 2,887
% of Total 25.9% 29.1% 21.0% 30.1% 25.8% 32.2% 20.6% 20.8% 195% 33.0% 36.8% 351% 18.7% 29.4% 247% 28.8% 31.6%
Non-Family: Female householder 87,277 20,195 586 2,462 2,807 1,383 1,784 292 1,523 536 172 2,360 82 2426 2237 20 1,526
% of Total 23.6% 20.1% 32.8% 18.7% 26.0% 185% 25.5% 28.2% 27.8% 9.8% 10.1% 13.0% 23.9% 21.3% 29.7% 42.4% 16.7%
Non-Family: Male householder 74,546 19,128 268 2,552 2,809 1,570 1,685 237 1,475 690 164 1,943 106 2,486 1,418 14 1,710
% of Total 20.1% 19.0% 15.0% 19.4% 26.0% 20.9% 24.1% 22.9% 27.0% 126% 9.7% 10.7% 31.0% 21.8% 18.8% 28.8% 18.7%
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Race/Ethnicity
American Indian/Alaska Native 103,948 8,115 176 1,935 1,172 412 372 2 712 570 31 814 18 1,042 138 16 707
% of Total 8.4% 2.3% 3.8% 4.2% 3.9% 1.5% 19% 01% 4.5% 2.3% 0.4% 1.1% 2.0% 2.9% 0.6% 4.2% 2.0%
Asian 28,907 7,255 415 2,123 642 284 632 54 391 251 197 356 25 891 715 25 252
% of Total 2.3% 2.1% 8.8% 4.6% 2.2% 1.1% 32% 18% 25% 1.0% 25% 0.5% 2.9% 2.5% 3.1% 6.8% 0.7%
Black/African American 70,273 30,769 653 4,381 3,210 3,078 919 82 1,301 2,098 1681 4216 37 3,052 1,046 25 4,988
% of Total 5.7% 8.89%0 13.9% 95% 10.8% 11.5% 47% 27% 82% 84% 215%  55% 4.2% 8.5% 4.6% 6.7% 14.0%
Hispanic 566,870 213,998 643 26,942 13,872 18,939 4,903 406 9,258 19,628 4,409 64,450 96 15,388 8,757 143 26,165
% of Total 45.8% 61.0% 13.7% 58.6% 46.7% 70.6% 25.1% 13.6% 584% 78.6% 56.3% 84.1% 10.9% 43.0% 38.1% 38.1% 73.7%
Native Hawaiian/Other Islander 3,479 1,088 5 230 132 3 7 0 43 0 49 150 0 186 1 1 281
% of Total 0.3% 0.3% 0.1% 0.5% 0.4% 0.0% 00% 00% 03% 00% 06% 0.2% 0.1% 0.5% 0.0% 0.3% 0.8%
White/Caucasian 432,573 82,809 2502 9,736 9,665 3,955 11977 2,371 3,976 2,206 1,315 5,992 679 14,168 11,372 129 2,854
% of Total 35.0% 23.6% 53.2% 212% 326% 14.7% 61.2% 794% 251% 8.8% 16.8% 7.8% 77.0% 39.6% 495% 34.4% 8.0%
Two or More Races 29,196 5,799 287 608 784 118 722 66 165 204 142 566 24 1,005 831 32 247
% of Total 2.4% 1.7% 6.1% 1.3% 2.6% 0.4% 3.7% 2.2% 10% 08% 18% 0.7% 2.7% 2.8% 3.6% 8.5% 0.7%
Other 1,978 634 19 43 216 50 25 4 4 9 13 77 1 47 108 4 12
% of Total 0.2% 0.2% 0.4% 0.1% 0.7% 0.2% 01% 01% 00% 00% 02% 0.1% 0.2% 0.1% 0.5% 1.0% 0.0%
Citizenship
Citizen 1,056,558 269,993 4,456 34,859 23,576 20,563 17,404 2,818 12,075 17,369 6,955 53,401 812 29,295 18,928 375 27,107
% of Total 85.4% 77.0% 948% 758% 79.4% 76.6% 89.0% 94.4% 76.2% 69.6% 88.7% 69.7% 92.1% 81.9% 82.4% 100.0% 76.3%
Non-Citizen 180,665 80,564 245 11,139 6,117 6,276 2,153 167 3,775 7,596 882 23,220 70 6,484 4,041 0 8399
% of Total 14.6% 23.0% 52% 242% 20.6% 234% 11.0% 56% 23.8% 304% 11.3% 30.3% 79% 18.1% 17.6% 0.0% 23.7%
Educational Attainment (Age 25+)
Less than high school graduation 192,897 67,063 233 9,384 5291 6598 1911 81 3,087 6674 934 16,498 47 5324 2,902 0 8,098
% of Total 31.5% 39.9% 85% 431% 336% 494% 179% 47% 36.9% 57.5% 31.4% 50.9% 85% 30.3% 23.9% 0.0% 50.1%
High School graduates 184,665 48,369 961 6,600 3,774 3445 3491 366 2,370 3,025 890 9,704 193 5655 3,089 235 4,570
% of Total 30.2% 28.80%0 351% 30.3% 24.0% 258% 32.6% 21.1% 283% 26.1% 29.9% 30.0% 34.7% 322% 254% 783% 28.3%
Some college, associates degree 171,060 38,653 946 4478 4316 2,460 3,891 573 1,852 1,779 910 4,964 153 5,093 4,278 35 2927
% of Total 27.9% 23.0% 346% 20.6% 27.4% 184% 36.3% 33.0% 22.1% 153% 30.5% 153% 27.5% 29.0% 352% 11.7% 18.1%
Bachelor's degree or higher 63,477 14,035 594 1,310 2,360 844 1,412 718 1,058 132 244 1,227 163 1,509 1,882 30 553
% of Total 10.4% 83% 21.7% 6.0% 15.0% 6.3% 13.2% 41.3% 12.6% 11% 82%  3.8% 29.3% 8.6% 155%  10.0% 3.4%
Employment (Age 16+)
Employed 256,561 67,797 1,245 8,328 7,002 3,952 4,642 553 3,290 3,782 12214 13,455 175 8,193 5,810 47 6,107
% of Total 30.0% 30.0% 345% 28.6% 345% 224% 325% 275% 30.9% 24.1% 287% 295% 246% 343% 36.6% 13.1% 27.8%
Not Employed 599,771 158,151 2,362 20,835 13,281 13,668 9,631 1,460 7,373 11,890 3,010 32,178 539 15,667 10,065 314 15,878
% of Total 70.0% 70.0% 655% 714% 655% 77.6% 67.5% 725% 69.1% 75.9% 713% 705% 754% 65.7% 63.4% 86.9% 72.2%
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Residents 18.9%  232% 59% 345% 21.7% 49.0% 11.3% 59% 28.9% 30.0% 14.9% 353% 52% 21.8% 132% 6.8% 30.9%
Households 15.6%  19.0% 57% 29.1% 18.3% 41.9% 10.6% 53% 23.8% 260% 11.7% 311% 56% 181% 11.1% 3.0% 26.7%
Age
Under 5 years 29.1% 35.7% 88% 51.8% 345% 62.6% 13.3% 11.1% 548% 37.3% 21.8% 47.0% 42% 35.9% 24.3% 0.0% 45.8%
5 to 14 years 25.8% 33.7% 59% 46.8% 36.2% 67.9% 14.5% 6.8% 458% 36.4% 21.7% 46.9% 3.3% 33.9% 21.0% 2.3% 41.5%
15to 17 years 23.0% 27.7% 79% 37.8% 28.4% 53.1% 19.0% 49% 352% 335% 184% 38.0% 16% 251% 17.7% 0.0% 33.4%
18 to 24 years 30.8% 29.1% 115% 412% 27.9% 50.0% 16.6% 85% 31.7% 28.6% 18.8% 34.6% 174% 30.6% 18.6% 10.9% 35.2%
25 to 34 years 19.8% 22.0% 72% 357% 18.8% 38.9% 9.5% 94% 25.9% 27.7% 10.9% 32.5% 57% 21.2% 15.0% 12.8% 28.2%
35 to 44 years 16.5% 21.0% 34% 30.8% 20.3% 45.6% 10.6% 46% 27.9% 27.4% 12.2% 33.4% 35% 19.1% 132% 11.4% 27.7%
45 to 54 years 14.3% 16.5% 46% 269% 16.5% 42.2% 9.3% 3.0% 182% 26.2% 10.3% 25.2% 3.1% 16.9% 8.5% 47% 21.7%
55 to 64 years 12.7% 14.4% 52% 22.9% 15.0% 43.7% 9.5% 44% 17.1% 22.9% 7.0% 24.0% 7.0% 14.2% 6.4% 15% 20.0%
65 to 74 years 85%  11.2%  3.7% 195% 12.3% 38.1% 50% 4.8% 182% 203% 3.2% 187% 93% 81% 54% 0.0% 17.2%
75 years and over 95%  12.2%  73% 118% 104% 29.8% 89%  48% 218% 232% 151% 20.4% 62% 85%  93% 12.7% 20.8%
Household Composition
Family: Married couple 7.6% 10.7% 25% 18.1% 10.2% 32.6% 4.7% 21% 15.6% 19.6% 6.7% 22.7% 2.6% 9.3% 5.1% 0.0% 16.0%
Family: Male HH'er; no wife 20.6% 243% 112% 36.0% 19.4% 42.7% 14.5% 78% 31.8% 24.0% 228% 30.4% 11% 22.0% 13.3% 0.0% 30.6%
Fam: Female HH'er; no husband 31.7% 36.1% 11.0% 498% 37.1% 66.2% 188% 124% 37.2% 38.6% 224% 475% 105% 354% 24.0% 9.7%  39.3%
Non-Family: Female householder 20.9% 215% 113% 304% 187% 41.0% 16.2% 8.8% 26.2% 358% 10.9% 36.2% 84% 19.6% 159% 28.3% 30.5%
Non-Family: Male householder 18.8% 19.3% 56% 26.0% 18.0% 33.1% 15.2% 95% 21.3% 241% 11.9% 26.1% 124% 189% 12.3% 54% 29.1%
Race/Ethnicity
American Indian/Alaska Native 39.7% 343% 181% 50.6% 34.7% 42.0% 18.6% 21% 41.1% 432% 10.1% 289% 24.2% 36.2% 27.0% 14.0% 26.7%
Asian 15.6% 14.6% 9.2% 384% 18.1% 51.0% 7.6% 23% 19.9% 22.8% 84% 12.7% 2.8% 13.9% 9.9% 14.0% 12.7%
Black/African American 27.4% 31.6% 153% 47.1% 387% 529% 184% 175% 332% 324% 16.7% 304% 11.0% 39.0% 27.2% 14.0% 28.2%
Hispanic 28.8% 35.2% 6.7% 424% 325% 53.8% 175% 124% 40.0% 32.0% 17.0% 39.1% 6.5% 31.8% 29.9% 21.8% 36.9%
Native Hawaiian/Other Islander 29.9% 33.4% 44% 53.7% 52.7% 9.7% 5.7% 0.1% 52.6% 0.0% 94.2% 35.6% 2.2% 52.0% 14% 14.0% 33.7%
White/Caucasian 11.6% 11.9% 44% 202% 12.9% 33.6% 9.6% 54% 17.0% 19.4% 105% 19.8% 49% 14.9% 8.8% 3.1% 14.7%
Two or More Races 23.7% 209% 10.1% 27.6% 27.1% 429% 17.1% 6.3% 23.3% 16.0% 10.8% 30.6% 72% 284% 224% 14.0% 19.1%
Other 28.4% 31.4% 195% 183% 39.0% 36.0% 24.1% 114% 19.7% 449% 35.6% 26.5% 6.3% 41.2% 36.2% 36.0% 31.8%
Citizenship
Citizen 17.6% 20.8% 59% 32.2% 195% 48.0% 10.8% 57% 26.2% 26.6% 145% 32.8% 50% 20.3% 12.0% 73% 28.7%
Non-Citizen 33.3% 37.7% 6.5% 44.8% 383% 525% 175% 109% 424% 423% 19.3% 42.6% 9.4% 324% 25.8% 0.0% 40.8%
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Educational Attainment (Age 25+)
Less than high school graduation 32.0% 37.4% 14.4% 456% 38.0% 52.0% 18.8% 10.7% 424% 425% 18.1% 37.6% 11.5% 33.2% 26.7% 0.0% 40.2%
High School graduates 17.7% 214% 12.0% 31.7% 205% 423% 12.1% 7.6% 306% 225% 13.6% 28.6% 11.3% 19.1% 12.6% 23.3% 25.1%
Some college, associates degree 11.7% 13.5% 53% 19.2% 15.6% 37.2% 8.7% 6.0% 17.2% 16.4% 87% 18.6% 3.8% 13.6% 10.9% 22% 17.6%
Bachelor's degree or higher 5.5% 5.6% 2.2% 8.8% 7.0% 17.5% 4.4% 3.7% 9.4% 3.2% 35% 14.4% 3.4% 6.0% 4.1% 3.2% 4.9%
Employment (Age 16+)
Employed 9.3% 10.0% 29% 16.1% 10.1% 22.8% 5.2% 22% 122% 12.5% 53% 16.9% 22% 10.8% 6.4% 22% 13.7%
Not Employed 25.7% 34.0% 121% 450% 332% 58.5% 20.8% 11.0% 429% 42.9% 23.8% 452% 12.9% 29.2% 20.2% 12.8% 41.6%
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Total Residents 1,339,011 208,913 12,165 19,201 22,573 6,187 24,990 8,712 7,718 5544 4513 19,041 2,195 28,681 34,296 884 12,213
Total in Poverty 126,307 25,285 666 3,400 2,838 2375 1,951 375 1,304 1,138 351 3,998 201 2,549 2,090 37 2,013
Race/Ethnicity
American Indian/Alaska Native 29,786 1,614 37 121 226 146 263 0 127 103 17 277 4 71 86 10 125
% of Total 2.2% 0.8% 0.3% 0.6% 1.0% 2.4% 1.1% 0.0% 1.6% 1.9% 0.4% 1.5% 0.2% 0.2% 0.3% 1.2% 1.0%
Asian 25,075 5,897 426 965 540 189 423 159 269 187 275 666 120 840 745 0 92
% of Total 1.9% 2.8% 3.5% 5.0% 2.4% 3.1% 1.7% 1.8% 3.5% 3.4% 6.1% 3.5% 5.5% 2.9% 2.2% 0.0% 0.8%
Black/African American 28,895 10,964 610 974 790 799 503 26 438 389 688 1,640 64 596 457 0 2991
% of Total 2.2% 5.2% 5.0% 5.1% 35% 12.9% 2.0% 0.3% 5.7% 7.0% 15.3% 8.6% 2.9% 2.1% 1.3% 0.0% 24.5%
Hispanic 165,455 36,908 940 3375 2,398 2,839 1,924 303 1545 3,151 1,329 8,832 47 3,413 1,765 9 5,037
% of Total 12.4% 17.7% 77% 176% 10.6% 45.9% 7.7% 35% 200% 56.8% 295% 46.4% 22% 11.9% 5.1% 1.0% 41.2%
Native Hawaiian/Other Islander 949 208 0 7 5 0 13 36 28 11 0 23 0 12 0 0 73
% of Total 0.1% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.4% 0.4% 0.2% 0.0% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.6%
White/Caucasian 1,064,151 149,267 10,041 13,305 18,234 2,114 21,702 8,078 4,981 1576 2,150 7,310 1,955 23,128 30,394 850 3,448
% of Total 79.5% 71.4% 825% 69.3% 80.8% 34.2% 86.8% 92.7% 645% 284% 47.6% 38.4% 89.0% 80.6% 88.6% 96.1% 28.2%
Two or More Races 10,971 1,816 60 232 146 69 133 52 78 52 53 262 3 250 294 8 123
% of Total 0.8% 0.9% 0.5% 1.2% 0.6% 1.1% 0.5% 0.6% 1.0% 0.9% 1.2% 1.4% 0.1% 0.9% 0.9% 0.9% 1.0%
Other 13,728 2,239 51 221 233 31 29 58 252 74 0 30 3 371 555 7 324
% of Total 1.0% 1.1% 0.4% 1.2% 1.0% 0.5% 0.1% 0.7% 3.3% 1.3% 0.0% 0.2% 0.1% 1.3% 1.6% 0.8% 2.7%
Race/Ethnicity of Individuals in Poverty
American Indian/Alaska Native 8,708 284 0 42 34 52 0 0 37 1 0 101 0 0 17 0 0
% of Total 6.9% 1.1% 0.0% 1.2% 1.2% 2.2% 0.0% 0.0% 2.8% 0.1% 0.0% 2.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.8% 0.0% 0.0%
Asian 2,906 1,099 17 427 37 136 9 10 123 53 25 84 0 45 122 0 10
% of Total 2.3% 4.3% 2.6% 12.6% 1.3% 5.7% 0.5% 2.7% 9.5% 4.6% 7.2% 2.1% 0.0% 1.7% 5.9% 0.0% 0.5%
Black/African American 4,227 2,332 75 370 285 277 48 6 132 85 39 302 0 156 21 0 538
% of Total 3.3% 92% 112% 109% 10.0% 11.6% 2.5% 16% 10.1% 75% 11.1% 7.5% 0.0% 6.1% 1.0% 0.0% 26.7%
Hispanic 31,449 8,491 103 1,052 544 1,181 179 70 295 734 121 2,409 23 413 224 0 1142
% of Total 24.9% 33.6% 155% 30.9% 19.2% 49.7% 92% 187% 22.7% 645% 34.6% 60.2% 115% 16.2% 10.7% 0.0% 56.7%
Native Hawaiian/Other Islander 151 26 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 13 0 6 0 0 0
% of Total 0.1% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.3% 0.0% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
White/Caucasian 77,434 12,755 471 1,468 1,890 706 1,708 288 689 264 165 1,023 178 1,893 1,665 37 310
% of Total 61.3% 50.4% 70.7% 432% 66.6% 29.7% 87.6% 77.0% 528% 232% 47.1% 256% 88.5% 74.3% 79.7% 100.0% 15.4%
Two or More Races 1,339 275 0 42 33 23 6 0 12 1 0 67 0 37 40 0 14
% of Total 1.1% 1.1% 0.0% 1.2% 1.2% 1.0% 0.3% 0.1% 0.9% 0.1% 0.0% 1.7% 0.0% 1.4% 1.9% 0.0% 0.7%
Other 92 22 0 0 14 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% of Total 0.1% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
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Employment>
Employed 298,481 59,910 4,208 4,699 7,046 1,197 7,414 2,167 2,172 1,356 1,407 4,246 490 7,782 12,619 63 3,044
% of Total 22.2% 29.0% 34.6% 245% 312% 193% 30.9% 27.1% 28.1% 25.0% 31.4% 224% 243% 27.1% 36.8% 10.3% 24.9%
Not Employed 1,046,625 146,521 7,957 14,502 15,527 4,991 16,553 5,816 5,546 4,066 3,075 14,688 1528 20,898 21,657 547 9,169
% of Total 77.8% 71.0% 654% 755% 688% 80.7% 69.1% 729% 719% 75.0% 68.6% 77.6% 75.7% 729% 63.2% 89.7% 75.1%

*Totals for employment status imply a population of 206,431 Phoenix residents over the age of 60 compared to the 208,913 person estimate for other tables; a similar difference exists in the statewide total.

Composition of Households with One or More People 60 Years and Over

Total 894,880 142,410 8,281 13,622 16,274 4,499 16,335 5280 5696 3,751 2,996 13,114 1227 19,808 22,747 334 8,445
Family: Married couple 455,610 62,704 4,762 5056 583 1,231 7,897 3289 1329 1,790 1,715 5,822 786 8,125 11,264 247 3,553
% of Total 50.9% 440% 57.5% 371% 359% 274% 483% 62.3% 233% 47.7% 57.2% 444% 64.0% 41.0% 495% 74.0% 42.1%
Family: Male HH'er; no wife 29,289 7,067 152 638 773 356 619 82 355 483 220 1,048 25 990 686 15 625
% of Total 3.3% 5.0% 1.8% 4.7% 4.7% 7.9% 3.8% 1.6% 6.2% 12.9% 7.4% 8.0% 2.0% 5.0% 3.0% 4.5% 7.4%
Fam: Female HH'er; no husband 72,907 15,462 488 1,643 1451 567 1,540 269 672 545 417 2,224 97 2,041 2,049 17 1,442
% of Total 8.1% 10.9% 5.9% 12.1% 8.9% 12.6% 9.4% 51% 11.8% 145% 13.9% 17.0% 7.9% 10.3% 9.0% 5.0% 17.1%
Non-Family 337,074 57,177 2,879 6,285 8215 2344 6279 1639 3,339 932 644 4,020 319 8,652 8,748 55 2,825
% of Total 37.7% 40.1% 348% 46.1% 50.5% 52.1% 384% 31.0% 58.6% 24.9% 21.5% 30.7% 26.0% 43.7% 385% 16.5% 33.5%

Grandparents living with Grandchildren

Households with Grandparents

. 163,281 40,993 654 3,746 1,825 1642 3,716 313 800 3,223 2,094 10,290 232 3674 3,834 75 4,874

and Grandchildren
Responsible for Grandkids 64290 15379 217 1235 699 604 1313 61 309 845 568 4153 147 1434 1742 31 1961
No parent present 18317 3379 72 247 203 81 489 17 95 249 44 599 68 363 565 0 289
Grandparent 30-59 Years 8,991 1,614 28 109 108 51 212 8 50 122 33 308 12 163 292 0 118
Grandparent 60+ Years 9,326 1,765 44 138 95 30 277 9 45 128 11 290 56 200 273 0 171
Parent is present 45,973 12,000 205 989 496 523 824 44 215 596 524 3,555 79 1,071 1178 31 1672
Grandparent 30-59 Years 32,675 9,593 168 767 400 483 478 18 207 532 358 3,112 0 829 902 0 1,339
Grandparent 60+ Years 13,298 2,407 37 222 96 40 345 26 7 64 166 443 79 242 275 31 333
Not Responsible for Grandkids 98991 25,614 377 2511 1127 1038 2403 253 491 2378 1526 6137 86 2240 2091 4 2913
Grandparent 30-59 Years 50,031 14,317 136 1,426 564 632 1,097 58 330 1,168 1,095 3,883 17 1,320 787 24 1,780
Grandparent 60+ Years 48,960 11,297 241 1,085 562 406 1,307 194 161 1,210 432 2,253 69 920 1,304 20 1,133
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Projected Population Growth

2010 to 2020 197,195 8,236 15571 16,992 7,179 17,669 17,351 6,120 20,567 16,309 18,788 6,361 13,566 15,193 724 16,569

2010 to 2030 421,212 17,293 35814 25,679 22,730 43,658 52,233 23,226 41,047 32,703 35,187 11,353 27,995 23,391 1,744 27,159

Projected Annual Growth Rate

2010 to 2020 1.3% 1.0% 1.1% 1.3% 1.2% 1.0% 41% 1.0% 25% 3.0% 09% 3.4% 0.8% 0.9% 1.7% 1.4%

2010 to 2030 1.3% 1.0% 1.2% 1.0% 1.7% 11% 47% 17% 22% 26% 0.8% 2.7% 0.8% 0.7% 1.8% 1.1%

*Analysis based on population projections by census tract produced by Maricopa Association of Governments
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Appendix C: Additional Information Relating to the Education

Profile*
Appendix Title Page
Appendix C-I Grades and Enrollments for Traditional Public Schools in Phoenix C-2
Appendix C-II Enrollment by Race/Ethnicity for Traditional Public Schools in C-13
Phoenix
Appendix C-l11l1  Special Populations in Traditional Public Schools in Phoenix C-30

Appendix C-IV  Students with Disabilities in Traditional Public Schools in Phoenix C-47

Appendix C-V Grades and Enrollments for Charter Schools in Phoenix C-48
Appendix C-VI  Enrollment by Race/Ethnicity for Charter Schools in Phoenix C-52
Appendix C-VII  Special Populations in Charter Schools in Phoenix C-59

Appendix C-VIII  Students Experiencing Homelessness in Charter Schools in Phoenix  C-66

Appendix C-IX  Students with Disabilities in Charter Schools in Phoenix C-69

* All district- and school-level information taken from Arizona Department of Education reports for the
2014 — 2015 school year. Student counts across these reports, however, are at times inconsistent so
totals may differ across appendices.
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Total - Traditional Schools in Phoenix 2,545 15278 16,461 16,473 16,082 46,224 30,345 49,108 192,516 194,742
Alhambra Elementary District
Alhambra Traditional School A 0 100 87 88 90 261 126 0 752 752
Andalucia Middle School C 0 0 0 0 0 677 442 0 1,119 1,119
Catalina Ventura School B 0 87 137 113 118 391 232 0 1,078 1,078
Cordova Middle School D 0 0 0 0 131 401 316 0 848 848
Cordova Primary School 0 126 118 133 0 0 0 0 377 377
Granada East School C 0 0 0 0 0 671 472 0 1,143 1,143
Granada Primary School B 0 213 227 249 245 0 0 0 934 934
James W. Rice Primary School A 0 250 295 269 246 0 0 0 1,060 1,060
Montebello School D 0 151 170 160 178 478 250 0 1,387 1,387
R E Simpson School D 0 0 0 0 0 504 327 0 831 831
Sevilla Primary School B 0 212 237 215 216 0 0 0 880 880
Sevilla West School D 0 0 0 0 0 731 423 0 1,154 1,154
Westwood Primary School A 0 248 236 232 217 0 0 0 933 933
Total - Alhambra Elementary 0 1,387 1,507 1,459 1,441 4,114 2,588 0 12,496 12,496
Balsz Elementary District
Brunson-Lee Elementary School C 0 73 73 79 53 162 0 0 440 440
Balsz Elementary School B 0 82 97 86 75 226 331 0 897 897
Griffith Elementary School C 0 68 90 90 85 226 175 0 734 734
David Crockett Elementary School Cc 0 73 75 74 70 199 0 0 491 491
Orangedale Early Learning Center 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 17
Total - Balsz Elementary 0 296 335 329 283 813 506 0 2,562 2,579
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Cartwright Elementary District
Bret R. Tarver B 0 137 159 147 161 290 0 0 894 894
Cartwright School B 0 67 100 96 104 299 178 0 844 844
Charles W. Harris School C* 0] 118 131 156 130 399 270 0 1,204 1,204
Desert Sands Middle School C 0 0 0 0 0 382 723 0 1,105 1,105
Estrella Middle School C 0 0 0 0 0 485 853 0 1,338 1,338
Frank Borman School C 122 101 133 127 119 378 252 0 1,232 1,232
G. Frank Davidson B 0 102 146 153 133 286 0 0 820 820
Heatherbrae School A 0 116 150 147 148 237 0 0 798 798
Holiday Park School B 0 117 147 130 121 300 0 0 815 815
Justine Spitalny School B 0 87 127 110 92 214 0 0 630 630
Manuel Pena Jr. School B 0 151 178 149 145 299 0 0 922 922
Marc T. Atkinson Middle School C 0] 0 0] 0 0] 452 923 0 1,375 1,375
Palm Lane B 0 163 177 153 169 281 0 0 943 950
Peralta School C 0 136 163 175 160 293 0 0 927 927
Raul H. Castro Middle School C 0] 0 0 0 0 260 578 0 838 838
Starlight Park School B 0 136 149 159 159 292 0 0 895 895
Sunset School B 0 127 137 113 107 216 0 0 700 700
Tomahawk School B 0 156 192 174 153 308 0 0 983 983
Total - Cartwright Elementary 122 1,714 2,089 1,989 1,901 5,671 3,777 0 17,263 17,270
Cave Creek Unified District
Sonoran Trails Middle School B 0] 0 0] 0 0 0 841 0 841 841
Total - Cave Creek Unified 0 0 0 0 0 0 841 0 841 841
Creighton Elementary District
Larry C Kennedy School o 0 69 79 76 73 233 141 0 671 671
Biltmore Preparatory Academy A 0 70 93 69 76 120 48 0 476 476
Creighton Elementary School D 0 84 91 86 90 265 174 0 790 790
Excelencia School C 0 80 101 91 105 300 169 0 846 846
Gateway School C 0 91 87 106 77 265 171 0 797 797
Loma Linda Elementary School B 29 67 85 77 80 227 151 0 716 716
Monte Vista Elementary School o 0 83 92 86 92 244 124 0 721 721
Papago School B 41 121 109 109 104 324 182 0 990 990
William T Machan Elementary School C 0 59 61 63 57 152 111 0 503 503
Total - Creighton Elementary 70 724 798 763 754 2,130 1,271 0 6,510 6,510
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Deer Valley Unified District
Barry Goldwater High School B 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,855 1,855 1,855
Constitution Elementary School o 62 99 109 97 7 277 0 0 721 721
Deer Valley Middle School B 0 0 0 0 0 0 616 0 616 616
eSchool P 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 38 38 51
Esperanza Elementary School o 40 78 71 79 68 251 0 0 587 587
New River Elementary School B 0 32 26 49 31 137 0 0 275 275
Norterra Canyon K-8 A 0 156 150 144 146 379 95 0 1,070 1,167
Paseo Hills Elementary B 23 99 88 101 119 333 220 0 983 983
Sunrise Elementary School B 37 85 76 54 74 218 0 0 544 544
Sunset Ridge Elementary A 23 81 78 95 103 382 234 0 996 996
Village Meadows Elementary School B 58 51 48 80 71 202 0 0 510 510
Total - Deer Valley Unified 243 681 646 699 689 2,179 1,165 1,893 8,195 8,305
Fowler Elementary District
Fowler Elementary School A 79 122 128 99 99 208 0 0 735 735
Santa Maria Middle School B 0 0 0 0 0 239 461 0 700 700
Sun Canyon School C 0 96 97 108 94 210 0 0 605 605
Sunridge Elementary School B 0 95 112 105 99 197 0 0 608 608
Tuscano Elementary School B 0 102 111 110 128 267 0 0 718 718
Western Valley Elementary School C 42 78 115 114 102 228 0 0 679 679
Western Valley Middle School o 0 0 0 0 0 273 522 0 795 795
Total - Fowler Elementary 121 493 563 536 522 1,622 983 0 4,840 4,840
Glendale Union High School District
Cortez High School A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,128 1,128 1,128
Greenway High School A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,474 1,474 1,474
Metrocenter Academy 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 175 175 175
Moon Valley High School A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,479 1,479 1,479
Sunnyslope High School A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,068 2,068 2,068
Thunderbird High School A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,509 1,509 1,509
Washington High School A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,714 1,714 1,714
Total - Glendale Union High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9,547 9,547 9,547
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Isaac Elementary District
Alta E Butler School o 0 127 131 133 132 252 0 0 775 775
Bret Tarver Education Complex 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 210
Esperanza Elementary School C 40 78 71 79 68 251 0 0 587 587
Isaac Middle School C 0 0 0 0 0 281 556 0 837 837
J B Sutton Elementary School D 0 154 132 118 120 260 0 0 784 784
Joseph Zito Elementary School C 0 131 111 116 118 223 0 0 699 699
Mitchell Elementary School D 0 135 97 105 91 172 0 0 600 600
Morris K. Udall Escuela de Bellas Artes D 0 0 0 0 0 194 433 0 627 627
Moya Elementary D 0 83 100 98 95 162 0 0 538 538
P T Coe Elementary School o 0 128 146 118 138 223 0 0 753 763
Pueblo Del Sol Middle School Cc 0 102 85 80 75 342 424 0 1,108 1,108
Total - Isaac Elementary 40 938 873 847 837 2,360 1,413 0 7,308 7,528
Kyrene Elementary District
Casa Vida D 0 0 19 16 0 0 0 0 35 70
Kyrene Akimel A-Al Middle School A 0 0 0 0 0 323 741 0 1,064 1,064
Kyrene Altadena Middle School A 0 0 0 0 0 325 740 0 1,065 1,065
Kyrene Centennial Middle School B 0 0 0 0 0 356 699 0 1,055 1,055
Kyrene de la Colina School B 0 84 74 94 103 180 0 0 535 535
Kyrene de la Esperanza School A 19 81 102 111 70 159 0 0 542 542
Kyrene de la Estrella Elementary School A 38 67 73 70 76 135 0 0 459 459
Kyrene de la Sierra School A 0 83 103 78 96 253 0 0 613 613
Kyrene de las Lomas School B 50 107 121 118 129 231 0 0 756 756
Kyrene de los Cerritos School A 26 62 70 83 103 201 0 0 545 545
Kyrene De Los Lagos School B 0 88 58 70 79 201 0 0 496 496
Kyrene del Milenio A 52 104 108 125 96 212 0 0 697 697
Kyrene Monte Vista School A 0 84 93 87 95 198 0 0 557 557
Total - Kyrene Elementary 185 760 821 852 847 2,774 2,180 0 8,419 8,454
Laveen Elementary District
Maurice C. Cash Elementary School B 0 120 94 102 97 332 198 0 943 943
Total - Laveen Elementary 0 120 94 102 97 332 198 0 943 943
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Madison Elementary District
Madison #1 Elementary School A 0 0 0 0 0 455 468 0 923 923
Madison Camelview Elementary A 32 137 144 146 152 109 0 0 720 720
Madison Heights Elementary School A 103 93 94 103 96 96 0 0 585 585
Madison Meadows School A 0 0 0 0 0 417 428 0 845 845
Madison Park School D 0 0 0 0 0 203 220 0 423 423
Madison Rose Lane School B 40 179 153 164 176 143 0 0 855 855
Madison Richard Simis School A 79 147 196 202 211 195 0 0 1,030 1,030
Madison Traditional Academy A 7 77 85 86 94 292 131 0 842 842
Total - Madison Elementary 331 633 672 701 729 1,910 1,247 0 6,223 6,223
Maricopa County Regional District
Durango Transitional Learning Center P 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 59 59 73
Southwest Key Transitional Learning Center P 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 142 142 164
Tumbleweed Transitional Learning Center D 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 39 39 53
Total - Maricopa County Regional 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 240 240 290
Murphy Elementary District
Alfred F Garcia School C 33 56 65 74 61 195 131 0 615 615
Arthur M Hamilton School o 28 28 40 35 37 102 76 0 346 346
Jack L Kuban Elementary School B 23 49 43 50 37 121 91 0 414 414
William R Sullivan Elementary School o 0 62 82 83 60 157 144 0 588 639
Total - Murphy Elementary District 84 195 230 242 195 575 442 0 1,963 2,014
Osborn Elementary District
Clarendon School B 0 0 0 0 0 310 0 0 310 441
Encanto School A 19 164 166 177 144 0 0 0 670 670
Oshorn Middle School B 0 0 0 0 0 0 566 0 566 566
Longview Elementary School B 12 89 96 96 101 237 0 0 631 631
Solano School A 11 92 107 84 81 241 0 0 616 616
Total - Osborn Elementary 42 345 369 357 326 788 566 0 2,793 2,924
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Paradise Valley Unified District
Aire Libre Elementary School o 0 48 49 48 68 165 0 0 378 378
Arrowhead Elementary School D 49 92 75 83 83 229 0 0 611 611
Boulder Creek Elementary School A 0 98 97 100 108 308 0 0 711 711
Cactus View Elementary School B 38 95 122 104 105 267 0 0 731 731
Campo Bello Elementary School B 0 70 63 81 63 215 0 0 492 492
Desert Cove Elementary School B 0 63 82 82 74 223 0 0 524 524
Desert Trails Elementary School A 14 57 65 83 86 225 0 0 530 530
Eagle Ridge Elementary School B 0 82 75 75 91 258 0 0 581 581
Echo Mountain Intermediate School C 0 0 0 0 0 432 0 0 432 432
Echo Mountain Primary School o 56 156 139 163 136 0 0 0 650 650
Explorer Middle School A 0 0 0 0 0 0 883 0 883 883
Fireside Elementary School A 20 119 116 126 100 287 0 0 768 768
Greenway Middle School o 0 0 0 0 0 0 518 0 518 518
Hidden Hills Elementary School A 19 73 68 69 75 204 0 0 508 508
Indian Bend Elementary School C 28 79 76 76 79 264 0 0 602 602
Larkspur Elementary School B 24 72 57 76 59 235 0 0 523 523
Mercury Mine Elementary School A 0 76 74 79 82 235 0 0 546 546
Mountain Trail Middle School B 0 0 0 0 0 0 407 0 407 714
North Canyon High School B 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,962 1,962 1,962
Palomino Intermediate School B 0 0 0 0 0 499 0 0 499 499
Palomino Primary School B 53 189 194 203 191 0 0 0 830 830
Paradise Valley High School B 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,820 1,820 1,820
Pinnacle High School A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,444 2,444 2,444
Quail Run Elementary School 0 110 133 116 97 267 0 0 723 723
Roadrunner School C-ALT 133 0 0 0 14 0 13 0 160 219
Shadow Mountain High School B 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,404 1,404 1,404
Shea Middle School C 0 0 0 0 0 0 624 0 624 644
Sunset Canyon School B 18 49 64 70 7 220 0 0 498 498
Vista Verde Middle School o 0 0 0 0 0 0 638 0 638 638
Whispering Wind Academy A 0 0 78 99 89 304 0 0 570 640
Wildfire Elementary School A 0 88 0 107 103 330 0 0 628 715
Total - Paradise Valley Unified 452 1,616 1,627 1,840 1,780 5,167 3,083 7,630 23,195 23,738
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Pendergast Elementary District
Amberlea Elementary School B 0 55 85 80 69 241 175 0 705 705
Calderwood Alternative School D-ALT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35
Copper King Elementary B 0 76 98 88 88 273 202 0 825 825
Desert Horizon Elementary School B 0 97 110 97 111 330 248 0 993 993
Pendergast Elementary School o 0 88 89 74 97 272 162 0 782 782
Villa De Paz Elementary School C 134 66 80 81 76 231 143 0 811 811
Westwind Elementary School B 13 129 125 133 109 399 272 0 1,180 1,180
Total - Pendergast Elementary 147 511 587 553 550 1,746 1,202 0 5,296 5,331
Phoenix Elementary District
Augustus H Shaw Jr School D 19 35 50 45 39 116 85 0 389 389
Capitol Elementary School D 0 70 74 79 88 140 137 0 588 660
Faith North Elementary School A 119 46 46 38 29 76 46 0 400 400
Garfield School c 17 53 55 52 53 122 90 0 442 442
Kenilworth Elementary School o 17 62 72 63 62 196 131 0 603 603
Lowell Elementary School 0 72 77 65 72 202 66 0 554 616
Magnet Traditional School A 0 55 63 62 63 173 107 0 523 523
Maie Bartlett Heard School o 12 48 84 65 92 221 148 0 670 670
Mary Mcleod Bethune School D 24 61 53 57 71 149 84 0 499 499
Paul Dunbar Lawrence School C 43 31 38 37 39 82 56 0 326 326
Ralph Waldo Emerson Elementary School o 53 59 62 72 56 106 0 0 408 454
Silvestre S Herrera School C 17 77 75 67 85 249 151 0 721 721
Thomas A Edison School o 17 82 75 70 66 206 120 0 636 636
Whittier Elementary School 19 57 57 62 53 152 120 0 520 520
Total - Phoenix Elementary 357 808 881 834 868 2,190 1,341 0 7,279 7,459
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Phoenix Union High School District
Alhambra High School o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,771 2,771 2,771
Bostrom Alternative Center B-ALT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 205 205 205
Camelback High School C 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,052 2,052 2,052
Carl Hayden High School B 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,079 2,079 2,079
Central High School Cc 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,263 2,263 2,263
Franklin Police and Fire High School A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 307 307 307
Maryvale High School B 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,960 2,960 2,960
Metro Tech High School B 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,769 1,769 1,769
North High School C 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,611 2,611 2,611
Phoenix Union Bioscience High School A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 305 305 305
South Mountain High School o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,695 1,695 1,695
Suns-Diamondbacks Education Academy P 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 238 238 238
Trevor Browne High School o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3,075 3,075 3,075
Total - Phoenix Union High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 22,330 22,330 22,330
Riverside Elementary District
Kings Ridge School B 0 0 0 0 0 195 186 0 381 381
Riverside Traditional School B 67 80 106 105 104 84 0 0 546 546
Total - Riverside Elementary 67 80 106 105 104 279 186 0 927 927
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Roosevelt Elementary District
Amy L. Houston Academy D 0 0 0 0 13 36 34 0 83 109
Bernard Black Elementary School Cc 0 108 96 93 78 279 189 0 843 843
C J Jorgensen School D 0 49 67 55 51 160 94 0 476 476
C O Greenfield School o 0 0 0 0 0 340 240 0 580 580
Cesar E Chavez Community School B 0 48 57 38 61 121 81 0 406 406
Cloves C Campbell Sr Elementary School B 0 53 59 76 67 204 118 0 577 577
Ed & Verma Pastor Elementary School o 0 60 83 65 62 211 156 0 637 637
Ignacio Conchos School D 0 41 53 39 52 131 97 0 413 413
John F Kennedy Elementary School D 0 141 133 114 142 0 0 0 530 530
John R Davis School D 0 51 62 53 52 162 87 0 467 467
Martin Luther King Early Childhood Center 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 160
Maxine O Bush Elementary School C 0 50 62 47 48 148 96 0 451 451
Percy L Julian School D 0 88 76 93 7 259 145 0 738 738
Rose Linda School o 0 61 61 50 66 192 113 0 543 543
Southwest Elementary School D 0 43 42 61 67 180 106 0 499 499
Sunland Elementary School A 0 89 61 62 60 173 130 0 575 575
T G Barr School D 0 50 70 58 57 170 111 0 516 516
V H Lassen Elementary School C 0 52 57 65 53 151 94 0 472 472
Valley View School Cc 0 61 57 66 76 219 143 0 622 622
Total - Roosevelt Elementary 0 1,045 1,096 1,035 1,082 3,136 2,034 0 9,428 9,614
Scottsdale Unified District
Arcadia High School A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,737 1,737 1,737
Hopi Elementary School A 0 109 152 151 164 266 0 0 842 842
Ingleside Middle School B 0 0 0 0 0 256 516 0 772 772
Tavan Elementary School B 36 107 106 116 136 240 0 0 741 741
Total - Scottsdale Unified 36 216 258 267 300 762 516 1,737 4,092 4,092
Tempe Elementary District
Nevitt Elementary School A 0 149 141 141 134 220 0 0 785 853
Total - Tempe Elementary 0 149 141 141 134 220 0 0 785 853
Tempe Union High School District
Desert Vista High School A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3,039 3,039 3,039
Mountain Pointe High School A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,692 2,692 2,692
Total - Tempe Union High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5,731 5,731 5,731
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Tolleson Elementary District
Desert Oasis Elementary School 35 84 98 100 82 272 202 0 873 873
Sheely Farms Elementary School o 78 83 66 96 76 264 189 0 852 852
Total - Tolleson Elementary 113 167 164 196 158 536 391 0 1,725 1,725
Washington Elementary District
Abraham Lincoln Traditional School A 0 86 89 75 72 177 117 0 616 616
Acacia Elementary School 0 130 125 121 106 290 0 0 772 772
Alta Vista Elementary School C 0 89 110 103 105 240 0 0 647 647
Cactus Wren Elementary School B 0 0 70 88 76 234 0 0 468 529
Chaparral Elementary School 0 80 66 66 65 193 0 0 470 500
Cholla Middle School C 0 0 0 0 0 0 658 0 658 658
Desert Foothills Middle School B 0 0 0 0 0 0 660 0 660 660
Desert View Elementary School o 55 61 70 79 70 63 0 0 398 454
Ironwood Elementary School 0 76 62 72 72 228 0 0 510 529
John Jacobs Elementary School B* 0 75 74 87 92 146 0 0 474 552
Lakeview Elementary School o 0 73 96 83 83 241 0 0 576 576
Lookout Mountain School A 17 171 135 144 149 406 0 0 1,022 1,022
Manzanita Elementary School o 0 101 123 111 128 307 0 0 770 797
Maryland Elementary School o 0 105 104 124 93 292 161 0 879 899
Moon Mountain School C 13 114 113 122 114 303 0 0 779 779
Mountain Sky Middle School B 0 0 0 0 0 0 741 0 741 741
Mountain View Elementary School 0 165 205 191 168 477 276 0 1,482 1,506
Ocotillo School C 0 104 123 116 104 342 0 0 789 789
Orangewood Elementary School B 0 99 111 116 123 350 218 0 1,017 1,017
Palo Verde Middle School o 15 0 0 0 0 0 910 0 925 925
Richard E Miller School B 0 112 106 96 94 161 0 0 569 569
Roadrunner Elementary School 0 118 127 124 103 325 0 0 797 797
Royal Palm Middle School B 0 0 0 0 0 241 247 0 488 725
Sahuaro School B 15 85 78 84 69 268 0 0 599 599
Shaw Butte School Cc 20 154 159 137 172 370 0 0 1,012 1,012
Sunnyslope Elementary School o 0 76 87 104 96 284 185 0 832 832
Tumbleweed Elementary School B 0 63 60 74 59 201 0 0 457 474
Washington Elementary School 0 120 149 156 132 376 0 0 933 957
Total - Washington Elementary 135 2,257 2,442 2,473 2,345 6,515 4,173 0 20,340 20,933
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Wilson Elementary District
Wilson Elementary School 0 0 0 0 0 405 242 0 647 647
Wilson Primary School B 0 143 162 153 140 0 0 0 598 598
Total - Wilson Elementary 0 143 162 153 140 405 242 0 1,245 1,245

* indicates letter grade is under appeal
P - indicates letter grade is still undergoing calculation
ALT- indicates alternative school letter grade point scale was used to determine grade
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Total - Traditional Schools in Phoenix 13,037 3,230 122,044 3,365 41 46,134 2,994 190,845 194,742
6.8% 1.7% 63.9% 1.8% 0.0% 24.2% 1.6%
Alhambra Elementary District
Alhambra Traditional School 58 15 513 11 0 142 13 752 752
7.7% 2.0% 68.2% 1.5% 0.0% 18.9% 1.7%
Andalucia Middle School 65 0 965 26 0 48 0 1,104 1,119
5.9% 0.0% 87.4% 2.4% 0.0% 4.3% 0.0%
Catalina Ventura School 64 22 876 16 0 93 0 1,071 1,078
6.0% 2.1% 81.8% 1.5% 0.0% 8.7% 0.0%
Cordova Middle School 35 74 670 18 0 42 0 839 848
4.2% 8.8% 79.9% 2.1% 0.0% 5.0% 0.0%
Cordova Primary School 19 26 302 0 0 19 0 366 377
5.2% 7.1% 82.5% 0.0% 0.0% 5.2% 0.0%
Granada East School 34 0 1,051 15 0 31 0 1,131 1,143
3.0% 0.0% 92.9% 1.3% 0.0% 2.7% 0.0%
Granada Primary School 25 0 852 0 0 33 0 910 934
2.7% 0.0% 93.6% 0.0% 0.0% 3.6% 0.0%
James W. Rice Primary School 46 0 935 0 0 51 12 1,044 1,060
4.4% 0.0% 89.6% 0.0% 0.0% 4.9% 1.1%
Montebello School 130 91 1,040 36 0 68 0 1,365 1,387
9.5% 6.7% 76.2% 2.6% 0.0% 5.0% 0.0%
R E Simpson School 58 42 641 41 0 39 0 821 831
7.1% 5.1% 78.1% 5.0% 0.0% 4.8% 0.0%
Sevilla Primary School 82 24 684 16 0 57 0 863 880
9.5% 2.8% 79.3% 1.9% 0.0% 6.6% 0.0%
Sevilla West School 101 34 911 33 0 64 0 1,143 1,154
8.8% 3.0% 79.7% 2.9% 0.0% 5.6% 0.0%
Westwood Primary School 65 32 733 37 0 45 0 912 933
7.1% 3.5% 80.4% 4.1% 0.0% 4.9% 0.0%
Total - Alhambra Elementary 782 360 10,173 249 0 732 25 12,321 12,496
6.3% 2.9% 82.6% 2.0% 0.0% 5.9% 0.2%
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Balsz Elementary District
Brunson-Lee Elementary School 52 0 340 30 0 0 0 422 440
12.3% 0.0% 80.6% 7.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Balsz Elementary School 151 25 618 25 0 65 0 884 897
17.1% 2.8% 69.9% 2.8% 0.0% 7.4% 0.0%
Griffith Elementary School 47 0 551 44 0 63 20 725 734
6.5% 0.0% 76.0% 6.1% 0.0% 8.7% 2.8%
David Crockett Elementary School 137 0 302 17 0 26 0 482 491
28.4% 0.0% 62.7% 3.5% 0.0% 5.4% 0.0%
Orangedale Early Learning Center 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 17
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total - Balsz Elementary 387 25 1,811 116 0 154 20 2,513 2,579
15.4% 1.0% 72.1% 4.6% 0.0% 6.1% 0.8%
Cartwright Elementary District
Bret R. Tarver 49 0 792 0 0 32 13 886 894
5.5% 0.0% 89.4% 0.0% 0.0% 3.6% 1.5%
Cartwright School 26 0 T 12 0 22 0 837 844
3.1% 0.0% 92.8% 1.4% 0.0% 2.6% 0.0%
Charles W. Harris School 37 0 1,140 0 0 16 0 1,193 1,204
3.1% 0.0% 95.6% 0.0% 0.0% 1.3% 0.0%
Desert Sands Middle School 58 0 962 13 0 57 0 1,090 1,105
5.3% 0.0% 88.3% 1.2% 0.0% 5.2% 0.0%
Estrella Middle School 47 0 1,204 0 0 50 19 1,320 1,338
3.6% 0.0% 91.2% 0.0% 0.0% 3.8% 1.4%
Frank Borman School 52 0 1,098 18 0 40 16 1,224 1,232
4.2% 0.0% 89.7% 1.5% 0.0% 3.3% 1.3%
G. Frank Davidson 19 0 768 0 0 19 0 806 820
2.4% 0.0% 95.3% 0.0% 0.0% 2.4% 0.0%
Heatherbrae School 54 0 688 0 0 42 0 784 798
6.9% 0.0% 87.8% 0.0% 0.0% 5.4% 0.0%
Holiday Park School 42 0 698 11 0 51 0 802 815
5.2% 0.0% 87.0% 1.4% 0.0% 6.4% 0.0%
Justine Spitalny School 30 0 563 0 0 31 0 624 630
4.8% 0.0% 90.2% 0.0% 0.0% 5.0% 0.0%
Manuel Pena Jr. School 93 11 730 27 0 51 0 912 922
10.2% 1.2% 80.0% 3.0% 0.0% 5.6% 0.0%
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Cartwright Elementary District (cont.)
Marc T. Atkinson Middle School 58 0 1,246 13 0 47 0 1,364 1,375
4.3% 0.0% 91.3% 1.0% 0.0% 3.4% 0.0%
Palm Lane 32 0 873 0 0 32 0 937 950
3.4% 0.0% 93.2% 0.0% 0.0% 3.4% 0.0%
Peralta School 23 0 859 0 0 28 0 910 927
2.5% 0.0% 94.4% 0.0% 0.0% 3.1% 0.0%
Raul H. Castro Middle School 38 0 721 18 0 42 0 819 838
4.6% 0.0% 88.0% 2.2% 0.0% 5.1% 0.0%
Starlight Park School 27 0 813 0 0 41 11 892 895
3.0% 0.0% 91.1% 0.0% 0.0% 4.6% 1.2%
Sunset School 41 0 604 0 0 46 0 691 700
5.9% 0.0% 87.4% 0.0% 0.0% 6.7% 0.0%
Tomahawk School 41 0 867 0 0 52 13 973 983
4.2% 0.0% 89.1% 0.0% 0.0% 5.3% 1.3%
Total - Cartwright Elementary 767 11 15,403 112 0 699 72 17,064 17,270
4.5% 0.1% 90.3% 0.7% 0.0% 4.1% 0.4%
Cave Creek Unified District
Sonoran Trails Middle School 14 17 67 0 0 739 0 837 841
1.7% 2.0% 8.0% 0.0% 0.0% 88.3% 0.0%
Total - Cave Creek Unified 14 17 67 0 0 739 0 837 841
1.7% 2.0% 8.0% 0.0% 0.0% 88.3% 0.0%
Creighton Elementary District
Larry C Kennedy School 75 37 473 24 0 49 0 658 671
11.4% 5.6% 71.9% 3.6% 0.0% 7.4% 0.0%
Biltmore Preparatory Academy 20 0 233 0 0 199 0 452 476
4.4% 0.0% 51.5% 0.0% 0.0% 44.0% 0.0%
Compass Center 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Creighton Elementary School 15 0 734 0 0 28 0 777 790
1.9% 0.0% 94.5% 0.0% 0.0% 3.6% 0.0%
Excelencia School 32 0 774 0 0 21 0 827 846
3.9% 0.0% 93.6% 0.0% 0.0% 2.5% 0.0%
Gateway School 45 0 694 21 0 23 0 783 797
5.7% 0.0% 88.6% 2.7% 0.0% 2.9% 0.0%
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Creighton Elementary District (cont.)
Loma Linda Elementary School 0 0 638 27 0 29 0 694 716
0.0% 0.0% 91.9% 3.9% 0.0% 4.2% 0.0%
Monte Vista Elementary School 24 0 624 22 0 34 0 704 721
3.4% 0.0% 88.6% 3.1% 0.0% 4.8% 0.0%
Papago School 54 0 854 29 0 41 0 978 990
5.5% 0.0% 87.3% 3.0% 0.0% 4.2% 0.0%
William T Machan Elementary School 0 0 458 14 0 15 0 487 503
0.0% 0.0% 94.0% 2.9% 0.0% 3.1% 0.0%
Total - Creighton Elementary 265 37 5,482 137 0 439 0 6,360 6,510
4.2% 0.6% 86.2% 2.2% 0.0% 6.9% 0.0%
Deer Valley Unified District
Barry Goldwater High School 93 62 637 0 0 991 41 1,824 1,855
5.1% 3.4% 34.9% 0.0% 0.0% 54.3% 2.2%
Constitution Elementary School 46 0 436 12 0 206 15 715 721
6.4% 0.0% 61.0% 1.7% 0.0% 28.8% 2.1%
Deer Valley Middle School 43 0 268 0 0 274 12 597 616
7.2% 0.0% 44.9% 0.0% 0.0% 45.9% 2.0%
eSchool 0 0 0 0 0 39 0 39 51
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 0.0%
Esperanza Elementary School 29 0 217 0 0 313 0 559 587
5.2% 0.0% 38.8% 0.0% 0.0% 56.0% 0.0%
New River Elementary School 0 0 33 0 0 233 0 266 275
0.0% 0.0% 12.4% 0.0% 0.0% 87.6% 0.0%
Norterra Canyon K-8 24 69 144 0 0 882 31 1,150 1,167
2.1% 6.0% 12.5% 0.0% 0.0% 76.7% 2.7%
Paseo Hills Elementary 54 25 309 22 14 533 26 983 983
5.5% 2.5% 31.4% 2.2% 1.4% 54.2% 2.6%
Sunrise Elementary School 38 0 237 0 0 212 29 516 544
7.4% 0.0% 45.9% 0.0% 0.0% 41.1% 5.6%
Sunset Ridge Elementary 20 16 123 0 0 794 36 989 996
2.0% 1.6% 12.4% 0.0% 0.0% 80.3% 3.6%
Village Meadows Elementary School 27 14 242 0 0 205 12 500 510
5.4% 2.8% 48.4% 0.0% 0.0% 41.0% 2.4%
Total - Deer Valley Unified 374 186 2,646 34 14 4,682 202 8,138 8,305
4.6% 2.3% 32.5% 0.4% 0.2% 57.5% 2.5%
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Fowler Elementary District
Fowler Elementary School 48 0 633 11 0 39 0 731 735
6.6% 0.0% 86.6% 1.5% 0.0% 5.3% 0.0%
Santa Maria Middle School 63 0 533 0 0 90 0 686 700
9.2% 0.0% 77.7% 0.0% 0.0% 13.1% 0.0%
Sun Canyon School 61 0 412 0 0 96 21 590 605
10.3% 0.0% 69.8% 0.0% 0.0% 16.3% 3.6%
Sunridge Elementary School 38 0 534 0 0 23 0 595 608
6.4% 0.0% 89.7% 0.0% 0.0% 3.9% 0.0%
Tuscano Elementary School 83 0 505 0 0 97 14 699 718
11.9% 0.0% 72.2% 0.0% 0.0% 13.9% 2.0%
Western Valley Elementary School 54 0 517 0 0 80 0 651 679
8.3% 0.0% 79.4% 0.0% 0.0% 12.3% 0.0%
Western Valley Middle School 66 0 595 0 0 112 0 773 795
8.5% 0.0% 77.0% 0.0% 0.0% 14.5% 0.0%
Total - Fowler Elementary 413 0 3,729 11 0 537 35 4,725 4,840
8.7% 0.0% 78.9% 0.2% 0.0% 11.4% 0.7%
Glendale Union High School District
Cortez High School 119 69 617 59 0 247 0 1,111 1,128
10.7% 6.2% 55.5% 5.3% 0.0% 22.2% 0.0%
Greenway High School 71 52 433 23 0 879 0 1,458 1,474
4.9% 3.6% 29.7% 1.6% 0.0% 60.3% 0.0%
Metrocenter Academy 21 0 97 0 0 45 0 163 175
12.9% 0.0% 59.5% 0.0% 0.0% 27.6% 0.0%
Moon Valley High School 112 46 619 38 0 622 0 1,437 1,479
7.8% 3.2% 43.1% 2.6% 0.0% 43.3% 0.0%
Sunnyslope High School 113 33 1,000 54 0 845 23 2,068 2,068
5.5% 1.6% 48.4% 2.6% 0.0% 40.9% 1.1%
Thunderbird High School 108 0 502 52 0 804 0 1,466 1,509
7.4% 0.0% 34.2% 3.5% 0.0% 54.8% 0.0%
Washington High School 194 100 1,025 58 0 320 0 1,697 1,714
11.4% 5.9% 60.4% 3.4% 0.0% 18.9% 0.0%
Total - Glendale Union High School 738 300 4,293 284 0 3,762 23 9,400 9,547
7.9% 3.2% 45.7% 3.0% 0.0% 40.0% 0.2%
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Isaac Elementary District
Alta E Butler School 27 0 724 0 0 15 0 766 775
3.5% 0.0% 94.5% 0.0% 0.0% 2.0% 0.0%
Bret Tarver Education Complex 0 0 201 0 0 0 0 201 210
0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Esperanza Elementary School 29 0 217 0 0 313 0 559 587
5.2% 0.0% 38.8% 0.0% 0.0% 56.0% 0.0%
Isaac Middle School 13 0 797 0 0 14 0 824 837
1.6% 0.0% 96.7% 0.0% 0.0% 1.7% 0.0%
J B Sutton Elementary School 26 0 732 0 0 17 0 775 784
3.4% 0.0% 94.5% 0.0% 0.0% 2.2% 0.0%
Joseph Zito Elementary School 24 0 649 0 0 18 0 691 699
3.5% 0.0% 93.9% 0.0% 0.0% 2.6% 0.0%
Mitchell Elementary School 0 0 575 0 0 0 0 575 600
0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Morris K. Udall Escuela de Bellas Artes 15 0 598 0 0 0 0 613 627
2.4% 0.0% 97.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Moya Elementary 11 0 516 0 0 0 0 527 538
2.1% 0.0% 97.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
P T Coe Elementary School 61 0 671 0 0 19 0 751 763
8.1% 0.0% 89.3% 0.0% 0.0% 2.5% 0.0%
Pueblo Del Sol Middle School 46 0 1,026 0 0 23 0 1,095 1,108
4.2% 0.0% 93.7% 0.0% 0.0% 2.1% 0.0%
Total - Isaac Elementary 252 0 6,706 0 0 419 0 7,377 7,528
3.4% 0.0% 90.9% 0.0% 0.0% 5.7% 0.0%
Kyrene Elementary District
Casa Vida 0 0 0 0 0 56 0 56 70
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 0.0%
Kyrene Akimel A-Al Middle School 120 48 225 0 0 581 49 1,023 1,064
11.7% 4.7% 22.0% 0.0% 0.0% 56.8% 4.8%
Kyrene Altadena Middle School 51 89 130 0 0 724 62 1,056 1,065
4.8% 8.4% 12.3% 0.0% 0.0% 68.6% 5.9%
Kyrene Centennial Middle School 187 0 312 52 0 408 59 1,018 1,055
18.4% 0.0% 30.6% 5.1% 0.0% 40.1% 5.8%
Kyrene de la Colina School 56 0 128 31 0 260 46 521 535
10.7% 0.0% 24.6% 6.0% 0.0% 49.9% 8.8%
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Kyrene Elementary District (cont.)
Kyrene de la Esperanza School 47 28 139 0 0 268 43 525 542
9.0% 5.3% 26.5% 0.0% 0.0% 51.0% 8.2%
Kyrene de la Estrella Elementary School 29 0 101 0 0 278 24 432 459
6.7% 0.0% 23.4% 0.0% 0.0% 64.4% 5.6%
Kyrene de la Sierra School 0 58 82 0 0 396 52 588 613
0.0% 9.9% 13.9% 0.0% 0.0% 67.3% 8.8%
Kyrene de las Lomas School 114 0 266 22 0 277 56 735 756
15.5% 0.0% 36.2% 3.0% 0.0% 37.7% 7.6%
Kyrene de los Cerritos School 25 0 78 0 0 397 25 525 545
4.8% 0.0% 14.9% 0.0% 0.0% 75.6% 4.8%
Kyrene De Los Lagos School 48 14 128 15 0 236 55 496 496
9.7% 2.8% 25.8% 3.0% 0.0% 47.6% 11.1%
Kyrene del Milenio 77 41 182 0 0 316 50 666 697
11.6% 6.2% 27.3% 0.0% 0.0% 47.4% 7.5%
Kyrene Monte Vista School 16 61 77 0 0 361 36 551 557
2.9% 11.1% 14.0% 0.0% 0.0% 65.5% 6.5%
Total - Kyrene Elementary 770 339 1,848 120 0 4,558 557 8,192 8,454
9.4% 4.1% 22.6% 1.5% 0.0% 55.6% 6.8%
Laveen Elementary District
Maurice C. Cash Elementary School 48 0 809 26 0 47 0 930 943
5.2% 0.0% 87.0% 2.8% 0.0% 5.1% 0.0%
Total - Laveen Elementary 48 0 809 26 0 47 0 930 943
5.2% 0.0% 87.0% 2.8% 0.0% 5.1% 0.0%
Madison Elementary District
Madison #1 Elementary School 67 0 335 87 0 393 24 906 923
7.4% 0.0% 37.0% 9.6% 0.0% 43.4% 2.6%
Madison Camelview Elementary 44 0 441 66 0 124 21 696 720
6.3% 0.0% 63.4% 9.5% 0.0% 17.8% 3.0%
Madison Heights Elementary School 43 0 205 21 0 275 25 569 585
7.6% 0.0% 36.0% 3.7% 0.0% 48.3% 4.4%
Madison Meadows School 49 15 201 12 0 549 19 845 845
5.8% 1.8% 23.8% 1.4% 0.0% 65.0% 2.2%
Madison Park School 31 0 308 34 0 46 0 419 423
7.4% 0.0% 73.5% 8.1% 0.0% 11.0% 0.0%
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Madison Elementary District (cont.)
Madison Rose Lane School 104 19 307 69 0 345 0 844 855
12.3% 2.3% 36.4% 8.2% 0.0% 40.9% 0.0%
Madison Richard Simis School 32 17 224 0 0 683 53 1,009 1,030
3.2% 1.7% 22.2% 0.0% 0.0% 67.7% 5.3%
Madison Traditional Academy 22 24 160 0 0 606 14 826 842
2.7% 2.9% 19.4% 0.0% 0.0% 73.4% 1.7%
Total - Madison Elementary 392 75 2,181 289 0 3,021 156 6,114 6,223
6.4% 1.2% 35.7% 4.7% 0.0% 49.4% 2.6%
Maricopa County Regional District
Durango Transitional Learning Center 19 0 34 0 0 19 0 72 73
26.4% 0.0% 47.2% 0.0% 0.0% 26.4% 0.0%
Southwest Key Transitional Learning Center 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 164
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Tumbleweed Transitional Learning Center 0 0 46 0 0 0 0 46 53
0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Total - Maricopa County Regional 19 0 80 0 0 19 0 118 290
16.1% 0.0% 67.8% 0.0% 0.0% 16.1% 0.0%
Murphy Elementary District
Alfred F Garcia School 0 0 594 0 0 0 0 594 615
0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Arthur M Hamilton School 27 0 308 0 0 0 0 335 346
8.1% 0.0% 91.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Jack L Kuban Elementary School 0 0 382 0 0 17 0 399 414
0.0% 0.0% 95.7% 0.0% 0.0% 4.3% 0.0%
William R Sullivan Elementary School 14 0 598 0 0 15 0 627 639
2.2% 0.0% 95.4% 0.0% 0.0% 2.4% 0.0%
Total - Murphy Elementary District 41 0 1,882 0 0 32 0 1,955 2,014
2.1% 0.0% 96.3% 0.0% 0.0% 1.6% 0.0%
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Osborn Elementary District
Clarendon School 38 0 287 41 0 53 0 419 441
9.1% 0.0% 68.5% 9.8% 0.0% 12.6% 0.0%
Encanto School 48 0 466 36 0 81 27 658 670
7.3% 0.0% 70.8% 5.5% 0.0% 12.3% 4.1%
Osborn Middle School 51 11 377 54 0 66 0 559 566
9.1% 2.0% 67.4% 9.7% 0.0% 11.8% 0.0%
Longview Elementary School 43 11 452 58 0 58 0 622 631
6.9% 1.8% 72.7% 9.3% 0.0% 9.3% 0.0%
Solano School 107 23 368 43 0 65 0 606 616
17.7% 3.8% 60.7% 7.1% 0.0% 10.7% 0.0%
Total - Osborn Elementary 287 45 1,950 232 0 323 27 2,864 2,924
10.0% 1.6% 68.1% 8.1% 0.0% 11.3% 0.9%
Paradise Valley Unified District
Aire Libre Elementary School 27 0 194 0 0 124 14 359 378
7.5% 0.0% 54.0% 0.0% 0.0% 34.5% 3.9%
Arrowhead Elementary School 19 31 81 0 0 442 28 601 611
3.2% 5.2% 13.5% 0.0% 0.0% 73.5% 4.7%
Boulder Creek Elementary School 0 13 73 0 0 588 23 697 711
0.0% 1.9% 10.5% 0.0% 0.0% 84.4% 3.3%
Cactus View Elementary School 41 0 264 25 0 362 27 719 731
5.7% 0.0% 36.7% 3.5% 0.0% 50.3% 3.8%
Campo Bello Elementary School 17 0 355 0 0 100 0 472 492
3.6% 0.0% 75.2% 0.0% 0.0% 21.2% 0.0%
Desert Cove Elementary School 16 15 116 0 0 329 35 511 524
3.1% 2.9% 22.7% 0.0% 0.0% 64.4% 6.8%
Desert Trails Elementary School 19 21 65 0 0 396 24 525 530
3.6% 4.0% 12.4% 0.0% 0.0% 75.4% 4.6%
Eagle Ridge Elementary School 22 12 227 0 0 293 19 573 581
3.8% 2.1% 39.6% 0.0% 0.0% 51.1% 3.3%
Echo Mountain Intermediate School 29 0 274 13 0 93 15 424 432
6.8% 0.0% 64.6% 3.1% 0.0% 21.9% 3.5%
Echo Mountain Primary School 32 0 397 14 0 174 23 640 650
5.0% 0.0% 62.0% 2.2% 0.0% 27.2% 3.6%
Explorer Middle School 0 24 109 0 0 687 46 866 883
0.0% 2.8% 12.6% 0.0% 0.0% 79.3% 5.3%
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Paradise Valley Unified District (cont.)
Fireside Elementary School 0 44 80 0 0 609 25 758 768
0.0% 5.8% 10.6% 0.0% 0.0% 80.3% 3.3%
Greenway Middle School 18 0 422 0 0 57 0 497 518
3.6% 0.0% 84.9% 0.0% 0.0% 11.5% 0.0%
Hidden Hills Elementary School 30 0 139 0 0 301 23 493 508
6.1% 0.0% 28.2% 0.0% 0.0% 61.1% 4.7%
Indian Bend Elementary School 16 0 349 0 0 201 15 581 602
2.8% 0.0% 60.1% 0.0% 0.0% 34.6% 2.6%
Larkspur Elementary School 22 0 280 0 0 188 19 509 523
4.3% 0.0% 55.0% 0.0% 0.0% 36.9% 3.7%
Mercury Mine Elementary School 12 0 108 0 0 380 36 536 546
2.2% 0.0% 20.1% 0.0% 0.0% 70.9% 6.7%
Mountain Trail Middle School 19 13 150 0 0 501 18 701 714
2.7% 1.9% 21.4% 0.0% 0.0% 71.5% 2.6%
North Canyon High School 95 80 915 0 0 775 59 1,924 1,962
4.9% 4.2% 47.6% 0.0% 0.0% 40.3% 3.1%
Palomino Intermediate School 21 0 441 0 0 27 0 489 499
4.3% 0.0% 90.2% 0.0% 0.0% 5.5% 0.0%
Palomino Primary School 29 0 762 0 0 24 0 815 830
3.6% 0.0% 93.5% 0.0% 0.0% 2.9% 0.0%
Paradise Valley High School 78 54 811 0 0 792 64 1,799 1,820
4.3% 3.0% 45.1% 0.0% 0.0% 44.0% 3.6%
Pinnacle High School 39 91 254 0 0 1,958 86 2,428 2,444
1.6% 3.7% 10.5% 0.0% 0.0% 80.6% 3.5%
Quail Run Elementary School 0 30 118 0 0 524 31 703 723
0.0% 4.3% 16.8% 0.0% 0.0% 74.5% 4.4%
Roadrunner School 16 0 72 0 0 114 0 202 219
7.9% 0.0% 35.6% 0.0% 0.0% 56.4% 0.0%
Shadow Mountain High School 54 0 344 25 0 893 70 1,386 1,404
3.9% 0.0% 24.8% 1.8% 0.0% 64.4% 5.1%
Shea Middle School 31 0 188 0 0 371 37 627 644
4.9% 0.0% 30.0% 0.0% 0.0% 59.2% 5.9%
Sunset Canyon School 17 0 185 0 0 266 12 480 498
3.5% 0.0% 38.5% 0.0% 0.0% 55.4% 2.5%
Vista Verde Middle School 26 0 356 0 0 220 15 617 638
4.2% 0.0% 57.7% 0.0% 0.0% 35.7% 2.4%
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Paradise Valley Unified District (cont.)
Whispering Wind Academy 29 43 145 12 0 377 34 640 640
4.5% 6.7% 22.7% 1.9% 0.0% 58.9% 5.3%
Wildfire Elementary School 0 0 65 0 0 582 29 676 715
0.0% 0.0% 9.6% 0.0% 0.0% 86.1% 4.3%
Total - Paradise Valley Unified 774 471 8,339 89 0 12,748 827 23,248 23,738
3.3% 2.0% 35.9% 0.4% 0.0% 54.8% 3.6%
Pendergast Elementary District
Amberlea Elementary School 36 0 616 0 0 36 0 688 705
5.2% 0.0% 89.5% 0.0% 0.0% 5.2% 0.0%
Calderwood Alternative School 0 0 21 0 0 0 0 21 35
0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Copper King Elementary 94 34 555 0 0 98 36 817 825
11.5% 4.2% 67.9% 0.0% 0.0% 12.0% 4.4%
Desert Horizon Elementary School 55 0 837 18 0 66 0 976 993
5.6% 0.0% 85.8% 1.8% 0.0% 6.8% 0.0%
Pendergast Elementary School 45 0 656 14 0 54 0 769 782
5.9% 0.0% 85.3% 1.8% 0.0% 7.0% 0.0%
Villa De Paz Elementary School 64 0 569 0 0 125 31 789 811
8.1% 0.0% 72.1% 0.0% 0.0% 15.8% 3.9%
Westwind Elementary School 55 11 1,041 11 0 47 15 1,180 1,180
4.7% 0.9% 88.2% 0.9% 0.0% 4.0% 1.3%
Total - Pendergast Elementary 349 45 4,295 43 0 426 82 5,240 5,331
6.7% 0.9% 82.0% 0.8% 0.0% 8.1% 1.6%
Phoenix Elementary District
Augustus H Shaw Jr School 52 0 319 0 0 14 0 385 389
13.5% 0.0% 82.9% 0.0% 0.0% 3.6% 0.0%
Capitol Elementary School 27 0 581 0 0 29 0 637 660
4.2% 0.0% 91.2% 0.0% 0.0% 4.6% 0.0%
Faith North Elementary School 52 0 200 0 0 118 19 389 400
13.4% 0.0% 51.4% 0.0% 0.0% 30.3% 4.9%
Garfield School 0 0 417 12 0 0 0 429 442
0.0% 0.0% 97.2% 2.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Kenilworth Elementary School 43 0 477 29 0 31 20 600 603
7.2% 0.0% 79.5% 4.8% 0.0% 5.2% 3.3%
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Phoenix Elementary District (cont.)
Lowell Elementary School 49 0 548 0 0 0 0 597 616
8.2% 0.0% 91.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Magnet Traditional School 57 0 424 0 0 31 0 512 523
11.1% 0.0% 82.8% 0.0% 0.0% 6.1% 0.0%
Maie Bartlett Heard School 39 101 459 0 0 39 0 638 670
6.1% 15.8% 71.9% 0.0% 0.0% 6.1% 0.0%
Mary Mcleod Bethune School 70 0 375 0 0 35 0 480 499
14.6% 0.0% 78.1% 0.0% 0.0% 7.3% 0.0%
Paul Dunbar Lawrence School 101 0 196 11 0 0 0 308 326
32.8% 0.0% 63.6% 3.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Ralph Waldo Emerson Elementary School 20 0 381 18 0 30 0 449 454
4.5% 0.0% 84.9% 4.0% 0.0% 6.7% 0.0%
Silvestre S Herrera School 30 0 666 0 0 15 0 711 721
4.2% 0.0% 93.7% 0.0% 0.0% 2.1% 0.0%
Thomas A Edison School 41 0 564 0 0 0 0 605 636
6.8% 0.0% 93.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Whittier Elementary School 21 0 439 25 0 29 0 514 520
4.1% 0.0% 85.4% 4.9% 0.0% 5.6% 0.0%
Total - Phoenix Elementary 602 101 6,046 95 0 371 39 7,254 7,459
8.3% 1.4% 83.3% 1.3% 0.0% 5.1% 0.5%
Phoenix Union High School District
Alhambra High School 241 159 2,153 36 0 151 0 2,740 2,771
8.8% 5.8% 78.6% 1.3% 0.0% 5.5% 0.0%
Bostrom Alternative Center 27 0 163 0 0 0 0 190 205
14.2% 0.0% 85.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Camelback High School 152 0 1,579 73 0 176 41 2,021 2,052
7.5% 0.0% 78.1% 3.6% 0.0% 8.7% 2.0%
Carl Hayden High School 52 0 1,957 17 0 38 0 2,064 2,079
2.5% 0.0% 94.8% 0.8% 0.0% 1.8% 0.0%
Central High School 226 94 1,623 149 0 137 0 2,229 2,263
10.1% 4.2% 72.8% 6.7% 0.0% 6.1% 0.0%
Franklin Police and Fire High School 0 0 272 0 0 25 0 297 307
0.0% 0.0% 91.6% 0.0% 0.0% 8.4% 0.0%
Maryvale High School 112 0 2,679 35 0 100 18 2,944 2,960
3.8% 0.0% 91.0% 1.2% 0.0% 3.4% 0.6%
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Phoenix Union High School District (cont.)
Metro Tech High School 26 0 1,692 0 0 27 0 1,745 1,769
1.5% 0.0% 97.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.5% 0.0%
North High School 183 0 2,116 56 0 164 50 2,569 2,611
7.1% 0.0% 82.4% 2.2% 0.0% 6.4% 1.9%
Phoenix Union Bioscience High School 13 18 217 0 0 45 0 293 305
4.4% 6.1% 74.1% 0.0% 0.0% 15.4% 0.0%
South Mountain High School 271 0 1,323 20 0 44 22 1,680 1,695
16.1% 0.0% 78.8% 1.2% 0.0% 2.6% 1.3%
Suns-Diamondbacks Education Academy 0 0 199 19 0 0 0 218 238
0.0% 0.0% 91.3% 8.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Trevor Browne High School 130 18 2,787 18 13 87 22 3,075 3,075
4.2% 0.6% 90.6% 0.6% 0.4% 2.8% 0.7%
Total - Phoenix Union High School 1,433 289 18,760 423 13 994 153 22,065 22,330
6.5% 1.3% 85.0% 1.9% 0.1% 4.5% 0.7%
Riverside Elementary District
Kings Ridge School 58 0 289 0 0 20 0 367 381
15.8% 0.0% 78.7% 0.0% 0.0% 5.4% 0.0%
Riverside Traditional School 80 0 411 0 0 30 0 521 546
15.4% 0.0% 78.9% 0.0% 0.0% 5.8% 0.0%
Total - Riverside Elementary 138 0 700 0 0 50 0 888 927
15.5% 0.0% 78.8% 0.0% 0.0% 5.6% 0.0%
Roosevelt Elementary District
Amy L. Houston Academy 44 0 47 0 0 14 0 105 109
41.9% 0.0% 44 8% 0.0% 0.0% 13.3% 0.0%
Bernard Black Elementary School 286 34 457 0 0 38 14 829 843
34.5% 4.1% 55.1% 0.0% 0.0% 4.6% 1.7%
C J Jorgensen School 24 0 429 0 0 0 0 453 476
5.3% 0.0% 94.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
C O Greenfield School 42 0 507 0 0 0 0 549 580
7.7% 0.0% 92.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Cesar E Chavez Community School 0 0 397 0 0 0 0 397 406
0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Cloves C Campbell Sr Elementary School 137 0 376 17 0 19 16 565 577
24.2% 0.0% 66.5% 3.0% 0.0% 3.4% 2.8%
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Roosevelt Elementary District (cont.)
Ed & Verma Pastor Elementary School 82 0 530 0 0 16 0 628 637
13.1% 0.0% 84.4% 0.0% 0.0% 2.5% 0.0%
Ignacio Conchos School 47 0 344 0 0 0 0 391 413
12.0% 0.0% 88.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
John F Kennedy Elementary School 48 0 453 0 0 17 0 518 530
9.3% 0.0% 87.5% 0.0% 0.0% 3.3% 0.0%
John R Davis School 61 0 374 12 0 0 0 447 467
13.6% 0.0% 83.7% 2.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Martin Luther King Early Childhood Center 31 0 109 0 0 0 0 140 160
22.1% 0.0% 77.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Maxine O Bush Elementary School 40 0 379 0 0 25 0 444 451
9.0% 0.0% 85.4% 0.0% 0.0% 5.6% 0.0%
Percy L Julian School 183 0 522 0 0 11 0 716 738
25.6% 0.0% 72.9% 0.0% 0.0% 1.5% 0.0%
Rose Linda School 30 0 499 0 0 0 0 529 543
5.7% 0.0% 94.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Southwest Elementary School 16 0 431 0 0 35 0 482 499
3.3% 0.0% 89.4% 0.0% 0.0% 7.3% 0.0%
Sunland Elementary School 21 0 537 0 0 12 0 570 575
3.7% 0.0% 94.2% 0.0% 0.0% 2.1% 0.0%
T G Barr School 73 0 418 12 0 0 0 503 516
14.5% 0.0% 83.1% 2.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
V H Lassen Elementary School 55 0 403 0 0 0 0 458 472
12.0% 0.0% 88.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Valley View School 47 0 535 17 0 19 0 618 622
7.6% 0.0% 86.6% 2.8% 0.0% 3.1% 0.0%
Total - Roosevelt Elementary 1,267 34 1,747 58 0 206 30 9,342 9,614
13.6% 0.4% 82.9% 0.6% 0.0% 2.2% 0.3%
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Scottsdale Unified District
Arcadia High School 72 52 577 47 0 961 0 1,709 1,737
4.2% 3.0% 33.8% 2.8% 0.0% 56.2% 0.0%
Hopi Elementary School 22 29 98 0 0 660 20 829 842
2.7% 3.5% 11.8% 0.0% 0.0% 79.6% 2.4%
Ingleside Middle School 31 0 275 21 0 408 18 753 772
4.1% 0.0% 36.5% 2.8% 0.0% 54.2% 2.4%
Tavan Elementary School 73 16 399 32 0 203 0 723 741
10.1% 2.2% 55.2% 4.4% 0.0% 28.1% 0.0%
Total - Scottsdale Unified 198 97 1,349 100 0 2,232 38 4,014 4,092
4.9% 2.4% 33.6% 2.5% 0.0% 55.6% 0.9%
Tempe Elementary District
Nevitt Elementary School 101 0 643 25 14 50 0 833 853
12.1% 0.0% 77.2% 3.0% 1.7% 6.0% 0.0%
Total - Tempe Elementary 101 0 643 25 14 50 0 833 853
12.1% 0.0% 77.2% 3.0% 1.7% 6.0% 0.0%
Tempe Union High School District
Desert Vista High School 196 252 478 0 0 1,921 145 2,992 3,039
6.6% 8.4% 16.0% 0.0% 0.0% 64.2% 4.8%
Mountain Pointe High School 555 87 751 91 0 1,040 156 2,680 2,692
20.7% 3.2% 28.0% 3.4% 0.0% 38.8% 5.8%
Total - Tempe Union High School 751 339 1,229 91 0 2,961 301 5,672 5,731
13.2% 6.0% 21.7% 1.6% 0.0% 52.2% 5.3%
Tolleson Elementary District
Desert Oasis Elementary School 61 12 763 0 0 25 0 861 873
7.1% 1.4% 88.6% 0.0% 0.0% 2.9% 0.0%
Sheely Farms Elementary School 160 20 574 0 0 61 24 839 852
19.1% 2.4% 68.4% 0.0% 0.0% 7.3% 2.9%
Total - Tolleson Elementary 221 32 1,337 0 0 86 24 1,700 1,725
13.0% 1.9% 78.6% 0.0% 0.0% 5.1% 1.4%
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Washington Elementary District
Abraham Lincoln Traditional School 30 61 210 0 0 287 16 604 616
5.0% 10.1% 34.8% 0.0% 0.0% 47.5% 2.6%
Acacia Elementary School 34 0 334 31 0 325 24 748 772
4.5% 0.0% 44.7% 4.1% 0.0% 43.4% 3.2%
Alta Vista Elementary School 117 22 331 25 0 129 23 647 647
18.1% 3.4% 51.2% 3.9% 0.0% 19.9% 3.6%
Cactus Wren Elementary School 60 18 248 26 0 159 0 511 529
11.7% 3.5% 48.5% 5.1% 0.0% 31.1% 0.0%
Chaparral Elementary School 13 11 195 19 0 247 15 500 500
2.6% 2.2% 39.0% 3.8% 0.0% 49.4% 3.0%
Cholla Middle School 63 23 310 16 0 232 14 658 658
9.6% 3.5% 47.1% 2.4% 0.0% 35.3% 2.1%
Desert Foothills Middle School 41 23 207 23 0 351 0 645 660
6.4% 3.6% 32.1% 3.6% 0.0% 54.4% 0.0%
Desert View Elementary School 27 0 335 15 0 60 0 437 454
6.2% 0.0% 76.7% 3.4% 0.0% 13.7% 0.0%
Ironwood Elementary School 39 0 155 0 0 286 20 500 529
7.8% 0.0% 31.0% 0.0% 0.0% 57.2% 4.0%
John Jacobs Elementary School 28 0 283 0 0 217 0 528 552
5.3% 0.0% 53.6% 0.0% 0.0% 41.1% 0.0%
Lakeview Elementary School 58 0 284 30 0 168 29 569 576
10.2% 0.0% 49.9% 5.3% 0.0% 29.5% 5.1%
Lookout Mountain School 30 33 170 0 0 745 32 1,010 1,022
3.0% 3.3% 16.8% 0.0% 0.0% 73.8% 3.2%
Manzanita Elementary School 49 32 476 26 0 183 0 766 797
6.4% 4.2% 62.1% 3.4% 0.0% 23.9% 0.0%
Maryland Elementary School 155 50 480 88 0 100 0 873 899
17.8% 5.7% 55.0% 10.1% 0.0% 11.5% 0.0%
Moon Mountain School 59 0 351 39 0 269 40 758 779
7.8% 0.0% 46.3% 5.1% 0.0% 35.5% 5.3%
Mountain Sky Middle School 35 17 302 21 0 349 0 724 741
4.8% 2.3% 41.7% 2.9% 0.0% 48.2% 0.0%
Mountain View Elementary School 84 0 1,251 48 0 87 25 1,495 1,506
5.6% 0.0% 83.7% 3.2% 0.0% 5.8% 1.7%
Ocotillo School 35 29 620 0 0 77 0 761 789
4.6% 3.8% 81.5% 0.0% 0.0% 10.1% 0.0%
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Washington Elementary District (cont.)
Orangewood Elementary School 95 0 572 74 0 223 37 1,001 1,017
9.5% 0.0% 57.1% 7.4% 0.0% 22.3% 3.7%
Palo Verde Middle School 92 35 576 29 0 174 0 906 925
10.2% 3.9% 63.6% 3.2% 0.0% 19.2% 0.0%
Richard E Miller School 74 0 259 94 0 115 18 560 569
13.2% 0.0% 46.3% 16.8% 0.0% 20.5% 3.2%
Roadrunner Elementary School 34 39 526 23 0 156 0 778 797
4.4% 5.0% 67.6% 3.0% 0.0% 20.1% 0.0%
Royal Palm Middle School 78 17 432 57 0 124 0 708 725
11.0% 2.4% 61.0% 8.1% 0.0% 17.5% 0.0%
Sahuaro School 51 0 266 21 0 221 19 578 599
8.8% 0.0% 46.0% 3.6% 0.0% 38.2% 3.3%
Shaw Butte School 56 0 734 42 0 144 23 999 1,012
5.6% 0.0% 73.5% 4.2% 0.0% 14.4% 2.3%
Sunnyslope Elementary School 28 0 658 36 0 94 0 816 832
3.4% 0.0% 80.6% 4.4% 0.0% 11.5% 0.0%
Tumbleweed Elementary School 39 17 193 0 0 180 24 453 474
8.6% 3.8% 42.6% 0.0% 0.0% 39.7% 5.3%
Washington Elementary School 97 0 649 48 0 117 24 935 957
10.4% 0.0% 69.4% 5.1% 0.0% 12.5% 2.6%
Total - Washington Elementary 1,601 427 11,407 831 0 5,819 383 20,468 20,933
7.8% 2.1% 55.7% 4.1% 0.0% 28.4% 1.9%
Wilson Elementary District
Wilson Elementary School 26 0 595 0 0 13 0 634 647
4.1% 0.0% 93.8% 0.0% 0.0% 2.1% 0.0%
Wilson Primary School 27 0 537 0 0 15 0 579 598
4.7% 0.0% 92.7% 0.0% 0.0% 2.6% 0.0%
Total - Wilson Elementary 53 0 1,132 0 0 28 0 1,213 1,245
4.4% 0.0% 93.3% 0.0% 0.0% 2.3% 0.0%
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Total - Traditional Schools in Phoenix 22,117 120,941 21,563 10,787 194,742
11.4% 62.1% 11.1%
Alhambra Elementary District
Alhambra Traditional School 0 381 0 752
0.0% 50.7% 0.0%
Andalucia Middle School 108 1,017 124 1,119
9.7% 90.9% 11.1%
Catalina Ventura School 127 933 91 1,078
11.8% 86.5% 8.4%
Cordova Middle School 166 738 100 848
19.6% 87.0% 11.8%
Cordova Primary School 135 98 26 377
35.8% 26.0% 6.9%
Granada East School 146 291 111 1,143
12.8% 25.5% 9.7%
Granada Primary School 230 834 80 934
24.6% 89.3% 8.6%
James W. Rice Primary School 251 634 90 1,060
23.7% 59.8% 8.5%
Montebello School 362 1,137 116 1,387
26.1% 82.0% 8.4%
R E Simpson School 130 739 83 831
15.6% 88.9% 10.0%
Sevilla Primary School 266 797 72 880
30.2% 90.6% 8.2%
Sevilla West School 156 1,026 93 1,154
13.5% 88.9% 8.1%
Westwood Primary School 235 853 69 933
25.2% 91.4% 7.4%
Total - Alhambra Elementary 2,312 9,478 1,055 383 12,496
18.5% 75.8% 8.4%
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Balsz Elementary District
Brunson-Lee Elementary School 113 440 28 440
25.7% 100.0% 6.4%
Balsz Elementary School 202 897 105 897
22.5% 100.0% 11.7%
Griffith Elementary School 118 734 83 734
16.1% 100.0% 11.3%
David Crockett Elementary School 120 491 59 491
24.4% 100.0% 12.0%
Orangedale Early Learning Center 0 0 17 17
0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Total - Balsz Elementary 553 2,562 292 216 2,579
21.4% 99.3% 11.3%
Cartwright Elementary District
Bret R. Tarver 220 894 72 894
24.6% 100.0% 8.1%
Cartwright School 184 844 80 844
21.8% 100.0% 9.5%
Charles W. Harris School 294 1,204 86 1,204
24.4% 100.0% 7.1%
Desert Sands Middle School 72 1,105 137 1,105
6.5% 100.0% 12.4%
Estrella Middle School 84 1,338 143 1,338
6.3% 100.0% 10.7%
Frank Borman School 243 1,232 203 1,232
19.7% 100.0% 16.5%
G. Frank Davidson 284 820 67 820
34.6% 100.0% 8.2%
Heatherbrae School 186 798 66 798
23.3% 100.0% 8.3%
Holiday Park School 166 815 84 815
20.4% 100.0% 10.3%
Justine Spitalny School 161 630 102 630
25.6% 100.0% 16.2%
Manuel Pena Jr. School 167 922 66 922
18.1% 100.0% 7.2%
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Cartwright Elementary District (cont.)
Marc T. Atkinson Middle School 97 1,375 161 1,375
7.1% 100.0% 11.7%
Palm Lane 245 950 122 950
25.8% 100.0% 12.8%
Peralta School 248 927 59 927
26.8% 100.0% 6.4%
Raul H. Castro Middle School 61 838 56 838
7.3% 100.0% 6.7%
Starlight Park School 174 895 111 895
19.4% 100.0% 12.4%
Sunset School 145 700 83 700
20.7% 100.0% 11.9%
Tomahawk School 236 983 86 983
24.0% 100.0% 8.7%
Total - Cartwright Elementary 3,267 17,270 1,784 243 17,270
18.9% 100.0% 10.3%
Cave Creek Unified District
Sonoran Trails Middle School 0 70 85 841
0.0% 8.3% 10.1%
Total - Cave Creek Unified 0 70 85 * 841
0.0% 8.3% 10.1%
Creighton Elementary District
Larry C Kennedy School 189 638 54 671
28.2% 95.1% 8.0%
Biltmore Preparatory Academy 26 195 27 476
5.5% 41.0% 5.7%
Compass Center 0 0 0 0
0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Creighton Elementary School 288 754 69 790
36.5% 95.4% 8.7%
Excelencia School 201 816 77 846
23.8% 96.5% 9.1%
Gateway School 212 752 79 797
26.6% 94.4% 9.9%
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Creighton Elementary District (cont.)
Loma Linda Elementary School 178 660 95 716
24.9% 92.2% 13.3%
Monte Vista Elementary School 184 680 57 721
25.5% 94.3% 7.9%
Papago School 299 903 124 990
30.2% 91.2% 12.5%
William T Machan Elementary School 162 474 58 503
32.2% 94.2% 11.5%
Total - Creighton Elementary 1,739 5,872 640 482 6,510
26.7% 90.2% 9.8%
Deer Valley Unified District
Barry Goldwater High School 20 835 170 1,855
1.1% 45.0% 9.2%
Constitution Elementary School 137 616 94 721
19.0% 85.4% 13.0%
Deer Valley Middle School 15 421 78 616
2.4% 68.3% 12.7%
eSchool 0 0 0 51
0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Esperanza Elementary School 32 373 93 587
5.5% 63.5% 15.8%
New River Elementary School 0 97 38 275
0.0% 35.3% 13.8%
Norterra Canyon K-8 14 182 101 1,167
1.2% 15.6% 8.7%
Paseo Hills Elementary 63 491 82 983
6.4% 49.9% 8.3%
Sunrise Elementary School 35 430 58 544
6.4% 79.0% 10.7%
Sunset Ridge Elementary 0 137 62 996
0.0% 13.8% 6.2%
Village Meadows Elementary School 44 434 71 510
8.6% 85.1% 13.9%
Total - Deer Valley Unified 360 4,016 847 383 8,305
4.3% 48.4% 10.2%
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Fowler Elementary District
Fowler Elementary School 215 632 60 735
29.3% 86.0% 8.2%
Santa Maria Middle School 53 594 80 700
7.6% 84.9% 11.4%
Sun Canyon School 77 494 76 605
12.7% 81.7% 12.6%
Sunridge Elementary School 190 541 62 608
31.3% 89.0% 10.2%
Tuscano Elementary School 96 541 74 718
13.4% 75.3% 10.3%
Western Valley Elementary School 83 542 117 679
12.2% 79.8% 17.2%
Western Valley Middle School 63 728 93 795
7.9% 91.6% 11.7%
Total - Fowler Elementary 77 4,072 562 239 4,840
16.1% 84.1% 11.6%
Glendale Union High School District
Cortez High School 49 881 150 1,128
4.3% 78.1% 13.3%
Greenway High School 12 656 217 1,474
0.8% 44.5% 14.7%
Metrocenter Academy 0 0 0 175
0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Moon Valley High School 16 901 194 1,479
1.1% 60.9% 13.1%
Sunnyslope High School 37 1,063 186 2,068
1.8% 51.4% 9.0%
Thunderbird High School 28 712 162 1,509
1.9% 47.2% 10.7%
Washington High School 57 1,233 204 1,714
3.3% 71.9% 11.9%
Total - Glendale Union High School 199 5,446 1,113 607 9,547
2.1% 57.0% 11.7%
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Isaac Elementary District
Alta E Butler School 297 775 71 775
38.3% 100.0% 9.2%
Bret Tarver Education Complex 0 210 59 210
0.0% 100.0% 28.1%
Esperanza Elementary School 32 373 93 587
5.5% 63.5% 15.8%
Isaac Middle School 67 837 118 837
8.0% 100.0% 14.1%
J B Sutton Elementary School 381 784 64 784
48.6% 100.0% 8.2%
Joseph Zito Elementary School 228 699 74 699
32.6% 100.0% 10.6%
Mitchell Elementary School 229 600 76 600
38.2% 100.0% 12.7%
Morris K. Udall Escuela de Bellas Artes 81 627 87 627
12.9% 100.0% 13.9%
Moya Elementary 253 538 69 538
47.0% 100.0% 12.8%
P T Coe Elementary School 273 763 74 763
35.8% 100.0% 9.7%
Pueblo Del Sol Middle School 251 1,108 119 1,108
22.7% 100.0% 10.7%
Total - Isaac Elementary 2,092 7,314 904 102 7,528
27.8% 97.2% 12.0%
Kyrene Elementary District
Casa Vida 0 0 0 70
0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Kyrene Akimel A-Al Middle School 0 265 74 1,064
0.0% 24.9% 7.0%
Kyrene Altadena Middle School 0 73 80 1,065
0.0% 6.9% 7.5%
Kyrene Centennial Middle School 0 444 88 1,055
0.0% 42.1% 8.3%
Kyrene de la Colina School 0 176 49 535
0.0% 32.9% 9.2%
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Kyrene Elementary District (cont.)
Kyrene de la Esperanza School 0 149 42 542
0.0% 27.5% 7.7%
Kyrene de la Estrella Elementary School 0 82 47 459
0.0% 17.9% 10.2%
Kyrene de la Sierra School 0 53 29 613
0.0% 8.6% 4.7%
Kyrene de las Lomas School 29 333 71 756
3.8% 44.0% 9.4%
Kyrene de los Cerritos School 0 38 57 545
0.0% 7.0% 10.5%
Kyrene De Los Lagos School 0 139 31 496
0.0% 28.0% 6.3%
Kyrene del Milenio 18 232 64 697
2.6% 33.3% 9.2%
Kyrene Monte Vista School 17 51 35 557
3.1% 9.2% 6.3%
Total - Kyrene Elementary 64 2,035 667 232 8,454
0.8% 24.1% 7.9%
Laveen Elementary District
Maurice C. Cash Elementary School 158 888 123 943
16.8% 94.2% 13.0%
Total - Laveen Elementary 158 888 123 106 943
16.8% 94.2% 13.0%
Madison Elementary District
Madison #1 Elementary School 30 497 105 923
3.3% 53.8% 11.4%
Madison Camelview Elementary 116 582 77 720
16.1% 80.8% 10.7%
Madison Heights Elementary School 24 207 81 585
4.1% 35.4% 13.8%
Madison Meadows School 0 235 68 845
0.0% 27.8% 8.0%
Madison Park School 32 391 41 423
7.6% 92.4% 9.7%
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Madison Elementary District (cont.)
Madison Rose Lane School 47 464 83 855
5.5% 54.3% 9.7%
Madison Richard Simis School 13 245 46 1,030
1.3% 23.8% 4.5%
Madison Traditional Academy 0 92 19 842
0.0% 10.9% 2.3%
Total - Madison Elementary 262 2,713 520 27 6,223
4.2% 43.6% 8.4%
Maricopa County Regional District
Durango Transitional Learning Center 0 64 17 73
0.0% 87.7% 23.3%
Southwest Key Transitional Learning Center 103 160 0 164
62.8% 97.6% 0.0%
Tumbleweed Transitional Learning Center 0 45 0 53
0.0% 84.9% 0.0%
Total - Maricopa County Regional 103 269 17 2,943 290
35.5% 92.8% 5.9%
Murphy Elementary District
Alfred F Garcia School 204 571 58 615
33.2% 92.8% 9.4%
Arthur M Hamilton School 123 308 43 346
35.5% 89.0% 12.4%
Jack L Kuban Elementary School 93 394 38 414
22.5% 95.2% 9.2%
William R Sullivan Elementary School 217 617 44 639
34.0% 96.6% 6.9%
Total - Murphy Elementary District 637 1,890 183 258 2,014
31.6% 93.8% 9.1%
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Osborn Elementary District
Clarendon School 54 349 93 441
12.2% 79.1% 21.1%
Encanto School 131 521 90 670
19.6% 77.8% 13.4%
Osborn Middle School 36 469 86 566
6.4% 82.9% 15.2%
Longview Elementary School 133 483 113 631
21.1% 76.5% 17.9%
Solano School 82 488 109 616
13.3% 79.2% 17.7%
Total - Osborn Elementary 436 2,310 491 319 2,924
14.9% 79.0% 16.8%
Paradise Valley Unified District
Aire Libre Elementary School 58 270 95 378
15.3% 71.4% 25.1%
Arrowhead Elementary School 23 175 88 611
3.8% 28.6% 14.4%
Boulder Creek Elementary School 0 85 56 711
0.0% 12.0% 7.9%
Cactus View Elementary School 56 485 113 731
7.7% 66.3% 15.5%
Campo Bello Elementary School 97 393 72 492
19.7% 79.9% 14.6%
Desert Cove Elementary School 39 168 106 524
7.4% 32.1% 20.2%
Desert Trails Elementary School 0 39 69 530
0.0% 7.4% 13.0%
Eagle Ridge Elementary School 76 301 154 581
13.1% 51.8% 26.5%
Echo Mountain Intermediate School 67 376 52 432
15.5% 87.0% 12.0%
Echo Mountain Primary School 117 479 76 650
18.0% 73.7% 11.7%
Explorer Middle School 0 55 71 883
0.0% 6.2% 8.0%
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Paradise Valley Unified District (cont.)
Fireside Elementary School 0 33 70 768
0.0% 4.3% 9.1%
Greenway Middle School 45 441 62 518
8.7% 85.1% 12.0%
Hidden Hills Elementary School 24 224 88 508
4.7% 44.1% 17.3%
Indian Bend Elementary School 78 429 68 602
13.0% 71.3% 11.3%
Larkspur Elementary School 58 388 165 523
11.1% 74.2% 31.5%
Mercury Mine Elementary School 0 109 54 546
0.0% 20.0% 9.9%
Mountain Trail Middle School 0 155 70 714
0.0% 21.7% 9.8%
North Canyon High School 41 930 243 1,962
2.1% 47.4% 12.4%
Palomino Intermediate School 176 476 64 499
35.3% 95.4% 12.8%
Palomino Primary School 440 784 105 830
53.0% 94.5% 12.7%
Paradise Valley High School 30 707 229 1,820
1.6% 38.8% 12.6%
Pinnacle High School 0 159 180 2,444
0.0% 6.5% 7.4%
Quail Run Elementary School 26 177 44 723
3.6% 24.5% 6.1%
Roadrunner School 0 91 206 219
0.0% 41.6% 94.1%
Shadow Mountain High School 0 394 189 1,404
0.0% 28.1% 13.5%
Shea Middle School 12 289 118 644
1.9% 44.9% 18.3%
Sunset Canyon School 24 257 77 498
4.8% 51.6% 15.5%
Vista Verde Middle School 23 421 73 638
3.6% 66.0% 11.4%
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Paradise Valley Unified District (cont.)
Whispering Wind Academy 33 228 81 640
5.2% 35.6% 12.7%
Wildfire Elementary School 0 30 61 715
0.0% 4.2% 8.5%
Total - Paradise Valley Unified 1,543 9,548 3,199 358 23,738
6.5% 40.2% 13.5%
Pendergast Elementary District
Amberlea Elementary School 135 323 53 705
19.1% 45.8% 7.5%
Calderwood Alternative School 0 14 0 35
0.0% 40.0% 0.0%
Copper King Elementary 67 431 114 825
8.1% 52.2% 13.8%
Desert Horizon Elementary School 132 590 134 993
13.3% 59.4% 13.5%
Pendergast Elementary School 128 394 64 782
16.4% 50.4% 8.2%
Villa De Paz Elementary School 60 360 97 811
7.4% 44.4% 12.0%
Westwind Elementary School 185 673 101 1,180
15.7% 57.0% 8.6%
Total - Pendergast Elementary 707 2,785 563 152 5,331
13.3% 52.2% 10.6%
Phoenix Elementary District
Augustus H Shaw Jr School 61 367 69 389
15.7% 94.3% 17.7%
Capitol Elementary School 68 630 62 660
10.3% 95.5% 9.4%
Faith North Elementary School 0 162 13 400
0.0% 40.5% 3.3%
Garfield School 114 422 43 442
25.8% 95.5% 9.7%
Kenilworth Elementary School 52 489 70 603
8.6% 81.1% 11.6%
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Phoenix Elementary District (cont.)
Lowell Elementary School 79 575 51 616
12.8% 93.3% 8.3%
Magnet Traditional School 38 402 21 523
7.3% 76.9% 4.0%
Maie Bartlett Heard School 167 615 56 670
24.9% 91.8% 8.4%
Mary Mcleod Bethune School 89 481 72 499
17.8% 96.4% 14.4%
Paul Dunbar Lawrence School 45 313 54 326
13.8% 96.0% 16.6%
Ralph Waldo Emerson Elementary School 55 411 97 454
12.1% 90.5% 21.4%
Silvestre S Herrera School 94 628 84 721
13.0% 87.1% 11.7%
Thomas A Edison School 183 617 77 636
28.8% 97.0% 12.1%
Whittier Elementary School 104 481 39 520
20.0% 92.5% 7.5%
Total - Phoenix Elementary 1,149 6,593 808 255 7,459
15.4% 88.4% 10.8%
Phoenix Union High School District
Alhambra High School 132 2,416 320 2,771
4.8% 87.2% 11.5%
Bostrom Alternative Center 0 187 39 205
0.0% 91.2% 19.0%
Camelback High School 64 1,768 282 2,052
3.1% 86.2% 13.7%
Carl Hayden High School 50 1,886 244 2,079
2.4% 90.7% 11.7%
Central High School 100 2,034 261 2,263
4.4% 89.9% 11.5%
Franklin Police and Fire High School 0 267 14 307
0.0% 87.0% 4.6%
Maryvale High School 34 2,536 326 2,960
1.1% 85.7% 11.0%
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Phoenix Union High School District (cont.)
Metro Tech High School 0 1,602 143 1,769
0.0% 90.6% 8.1%
North High School 19 2,188 225 2,611
0.7% 83.8% 8.6%
Phoenix Union Bioscience High School 0 189 0 305
0.0% 62.0% 0.0%
South Mountain High School 33 1,489 221 1,695
1.9% 87.8% 13.0%
Suns-Diamondbacks Education Academy 0 206 13 238
0.0% 86.6% 5.5%
Trevor Browne High School 40 2,651 375 3,075
1.3% 86.2% 12.2%
Total - Phoenix Union High School 472 19,419 2,463 589 22,330
2.1% 87.0% 11.0%
Riverside Elementary District
Kings Ridge School 26 346 54 381
6.8% 90.8% 14.2%
Riverside Traditional School 59 497 50 546
10.8% 91.0% 9.2%
Total - Riverside Elementary 85 843 104 23 927
9.2% 90.9% 11.2%
Roosevelt Elementary District
Amy L. Houston Academy 0 0 108 109
0.0% 0.0% 99.1%
Bernard Black Elementary School 79 0 72 843
9.4% 0.0% 8.5%
C J Jorgensen School 85 0 45 476
17.9% 0.0% 9.5%
C O Greenfield School 46 0 68 580
7.9% 0.0% 11.7%
Cesar E Chavez Community School 77 0 31 406
19.0% 0.0% 7.6%
Cloves C Campbell Sr Elementary School 38 0 84 577
6.6% 0.0% 14.6%
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Roosevelt Elementary District (cont.)
Ed & Verma Pastor Elementary School 112 23 59 637
17.6% 3.6% 9.3%
Ignacio Conchos School 72 0 67 413
17.4% 0.0% 16.2%
John F Kennedy Elementary School 127 0 55 530
24.0% 0.0% 10.4%
John R Davis School 109 0 35 467
23.3% 0.0% 7.5%
Martin Luther King Early Childhood Center 0 0 93 160
0.0% 0.0% 58.1%
Maxine O Bush Elementary School 86 0 33 451
19.1% 0.0% 7.3%
Percy L Julian School 169 0 66 738
22.9% 0.0% 8.9%
Rose Linda School 106 0 62 543
19.5% 0.0% 11.4%
Southwest Elementary School 56 0 40 499
11.2% 0.0% 8.0%
Sunland Elementary School 90 0 61 575
15.7% 0.0% 10.6%
T G Barr School 110 37 91 516
21.3% 7.2% 17.6%
V H Lassen Elementary School 86 0 41 472
18.2% 0.0% 8.7%
Valley View School 33 0 96 622
5.3% 0.0% 15.4%
Total - Roosevelt Elementary 1,481 60 1,207 909 9,614
15.4% 0.6% 12.6%
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Scottsdale Unified District
Arcadia High School 13 534 103 1,737
0.7% 30.7% 5.9%
Hopi Elementary School 12 85 67 842
1.4% 10.1% 8.0%
Ingleside Middle School 20 314 63 772
2.6% 40.7% 8.2%
Tavan Elementary School 100 467 72 741
13.5% 63.0% 9.7%
Total - Scottsdale Unified 145 1,400 305 233 4,092
3.5% 34.2% 7.5%
Tempe Elementary District
Nevitt Elementary School 132 750 72 853
15.5% 87.9% 8.4%
Total - Tempe Elementary 132 750 72 326 853
15.5% 87.9% 8.4%
Tempe Union High School District
Desert Vista High School 0 0 185 3,039
0.0% 0.0% 6.1%
Mountain Pointe High School 0 17 223 2,692
0.0% 0.6% 8.3%
Total - Tempe Union High School 0 17 408 221 5,731
0.0% 0.3% 7.1%
Tolleson Elementary District
Desert Oasis Elementary School 130 691 63 873
14.9% 79.2% 7.2%
Sheely Farms Elementary School 66 642 86 852
7.7% 75.4% 10.1%
Total - Tolleson Elementary 196 1,333 149 173 1,725
11.4% 77.3% 8.6%
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Washington Elementary District
Abraham Lincoln Traditional School 0 290 27 616
0.0% 47.1% 4.4%
Acacia Elementary School 60 559 62 772
7.8% 72.4% 8.0%
Alta Vista Elementary School 105 399 55 647
16.2% 61.7% 8.5%
Cactus Wren Elementary School 63 297 154 529
11.9% 56.1% 29.1%
Chaparral Elementary School 34 315 103 500
6.8% 63.0% 20.6%
Cholla Middle School 25 297 100 658
3.8% 45.1% 15.2%
Desert Foothills Middle School 17 369 115 660
2.6% 55.9% 17.4%
Desert View Elementary School 91 210 108 454
20.0% 46.3% 23.8%
Ironwood Elementary School 37 344 123 529
7.0% 65.0% 23.3%
John Jacobs Elementary School 94 399 75 552
17.0% 72.3% 13.6%
Lakeview Elementary School 64 314 54 576
11.1% 54.5% 9.4%
Lookout Mountain School 17 229 96 1,022
1.7% 22.4% 9.4%
Manzanita Elementary School 127 434 148 797
15.9% 54.5% 18.6%
Maryland Elementary School 190 549 110 899
21.1% 61.1% 12.2%
Moon Mountain School 107 408 159 779
13.7% 52.4% 20.4%
Mountain Sky Middle School 20 399 74 741
2.7% 53.8% 10.0%
Mountain View Elementary School 489 664 269 1,506
32.5% 44.1% 17.9%
Ocotillo School 178 327 71 789
22.6% 41.4% 9.0%
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Washington Elementary District (cont.)
Orangewood Elementary School 117 533 67 1,017
11.5% 52.4% 6.6%
Palo Verde Middle School 65 433 156 925
7.0% 46.8% 16.9%
Richard E Miller School 64 337 60 569
11.2% 59.2% 10.5%
Roadrunner Elementary School 123 388 56 797
15.4% 48.7% 7.0%
Royal Palm Middle School 55 367 123 725
7.6% 50.6% 17.0%
Sahuaro School 76 279 91 599
12.7% 46.6% 15.2%
Shaw Butte School 262 507 125 1,012
25.9% 50.1% 12.4%
Sunnyslope Elementary School 221 357 119 832
26.6% 42.9% 14.3%
Tumbleweed Elementary School 39 211 57 474
8.2% 44.5% 12.0%
Washington Elementary School 191 528 160 957
20.0% 55.2% 16.7%
Total - Washington Elementary 2,931 10,743 2,917 854 20,933
14.0% 51.3% 13.9%
Wilson Elementary District
Wilson Elementary School 87 647 47 647
13.4% 100.0% 7.3%
Wilson Primary School 230 598 38 598
38.5% 100.0% 6.4%
Total - Wilson Elementary 317 1,245 85 154 1,245
25.5% 100.0% 6.8%

*Asterisks in the table reflect data that has been 'masked' because there are too few students in the category.
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Total - Trad. School Districts 2,784 0 2155 1581 583 214 395 193 1,332 607 2,532 80 75 13,488 5279 18 112
Alhambra Elementary 106 * 135 54 14 * 12 53 35 70 * * 492 265 * *
Balsz Elementary 21 * 21 12 * * * 11 * * 120 64 *
Cartwright Elementary 128 * 157 48 * 108 33 71 * * 767 427 * 12
Cave Creek Unified 53 * 27 61 * 30 * * * 96 * * 265 76 * 38
Creighton Elementary 30 * 79 85 * * * 41 17 42 * * 167 138 * *
Deer Valley Unified 332 * 229 176 41 19 34 24 112 51 400 * 11 1,207 330 18 15
Fowler Elementary 42 46 17 * * * 29 * 25 * * 204 137 * *
Glendale Union High School 159 * 132 78 13 30 * 132 61 143 * 13 1,069 11 * *
Isaac Elementary 50 * 93 21 * 18 * 45 11 45 * 301 185 * *
Kyrene Elementary 167 * 62 7 * 17 * 16 38 13 113 * 385 312 * *
Laveen Elementary 49 * 83 46 * * * * 30 * 59 * 230 155 *
Madison Elementary 47 * 22 16 16 * * * 12 * 38 * 164 128 * *
Maricopa County Regional 21 * * 12
Murphy Elementary * * 17 11 * * * 11 * 14 * * 65 33 *
Osborn Elementary 38 55 * 22 * * * * * 28 * 214 88 *
Paradise Valley Unified 385 * 213 107 146 71 79 44 107 37 399 40 12 1,440 720 * 13
Pendergast Elementary 87 112 41 * * * 45 20 76 * * 352 214 * *
Phoenix Elementary 52 * 65 27 * * 11 * 26 12 34 * 337 137 *
Phoenix Union High School 177 * 132 142 22 7 34 213 105 151 11 28 1,959 35 * 15
Riverside Elementary * * 11 * * * * * * * * 37 16 *
Roosevelt Elementary 80 * 107 76 18 * * 20 50 25 67 * * 448 209 * *
Scottsdale Unified 270 * 61 77 * 20 32 19 51 38 258 15 11 831 633 * *
Tempe Elementary 129 * 116 91 * 17 11 * 36 21 79 * * 465 218 * *
Tempe Union High School 126 * 91 45 * 21 * 58 49 126 * * 634 23 * *
Tolleson Elementary 32 38 * * * * * * 15 * 101 73 *
Washington Elementary 224 * 395 212 61 85 52 24 135 79 172 14 * 1,199 624 * 19
Wilson Elementary * 11 * * * * 23 28

*Information is available only at the district level so counts reflect all schools within the district rather than only the schools located in Phoenix. Asterisks in the table reflect data that has been 'masked’ because there are
too few students in the category.
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Total - Charter Schools in Phoenix 0 2,787 2,965 2,928 2,793 8,426 5913 12,406 38,218 39,155
AAEC - SMCC Campus A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 380 380 380
AAEC - Paradise Valley A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 386 386 386
Academy Of Excellence D 0 18 20 16 16 26 13 0 109 126
Accelerated Learning Center A-ALT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 170 170 198
ACCLAIM Academy B 0 43 42 47 48 129 87 0 396 396
Adams Traditional Academy A 0 143 139 125 109 243 95 0 854 854
All Aboard Charter School A 0 21 21 22 0 18 0 0 82 110
Ambassador Academy A 0 14 11 0 0 0 0 0 25 49
AmeriSchools Academy - Camelback A 0 19 19 23 17 62 28 0 168 168
Avrizona Academy of Science and Technology D 0 0 13 0 0 15 13 0 41 90
Arizona Call-a-Teen Center for Excellence C-ALT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 56 56 78
Avrizona Conservatory for Arts and Academics A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 252 252 252
Arizona Conserv. for Arts and Acad. - Middle School B 0 0 0 0 0 82 145 0 227 227
Arizona Insight Academy P 0 0 0 0 0 0 85 667 752 794
Arizona School For The Arts A 0 0 0 0 0 224 224 388 836 836
Avrizona Virtual Academy 0 237 261 275 257 983 942 1,163 4,118 4,118
BASIS Phoenix A 0 0 0 0 0 301 253 170 724 724
Benchmark School A 0 66 64 67 68 152 0 0 417 417
Bennett Academy A 0 24 25 23 23 82 51 0 228 228
Career Success HS - Glendale C-ALT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 41 41 61
Career Success High School - Main Campus C-ALT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 185 185 225
Career Success High School - Robert L. Duffy D 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 73 73 86
Career Success Jr/Sr HS - North Phoenix C-ALT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 95 95 113
Career Success School - Sage Campus C 0 27 20 17 23 27 15 0 129 144
Children First Academy - Phoenix D* 0 23 41 30 45 77 65 0 281 312
Cornerstone Charter School C-ALT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 225 225 225
Crestview College Preparatory High School B-ALT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 217 217 234
Cyber High School P 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 99 99 110
Desert Marigold School P 0 36 28 28 26 76 47 27 268 289
EAGLE College Prep B 0 74 79 85 84 272 68 0 662 662
EAGLE College Prep Harmony C 0 47 46 42 52 91 0 0 278 278
EduPreneurship Student Center (ESC) Phx P 0 0 13 15 12 0 0 0 40 74
E-Institute at Metro C-ALT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 143 143 177
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E-Institute at Union Hills B-ALT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 166 166 190
Empower College Prep A 0 0 0 0 53 246 78 0 377 377
Esperanza Community Collegial Academy C 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 15 15 24
Friendly House Academia Del Pueblo Elem C 0 58 51 56 38 128 66 0 397 397
Gateway Early College High School A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 248 248 248
Genesis Academy B-ALT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 151 151 151
George Gervin Prep Academy C 0 0 0 0 0 17 88 0 105 105
Girls Leadership Academy of Arizona C 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 141 141 141
Great Hearts Academies - Anthem Prep A 0 57 60 61 58 196 135 163 730 730
Great Hearts Academies - Archway Veritas A 0 86 87 86 86 174 0 0 519 519
Great Hearts Academies - North Phoenix Prep A 0 0 0 0 0 80 144 45 269 269
Great Hearts Academies - Teleos Prep C 0 29 30 23 30 81 33 0 226 226
Great Hearts Academies - Trivium Prep B 0 0 0 0 0 90 162 80 332 332
Great Hearts Academies - Veritas Prep A 0 0 0 0 0 118 267 303 688 688
Great Hearts Academies - Maryvale Prep B 0 59 60 59 56 113 0 0 347 347
Great Hearts Academy - Archway North Phoenix A 0 85 86 83 80 157 0 0 491 491
Hearn Academy, The - A Ball Charter School A 0 58 73 77 74 204 123 0 609 609
Hope High School D-ALT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 136 136 136
Horizon Community Learning Center A 0 0 0 0 0 0 249 399 648 648
Horseshoe Trails Elementary School A 0 83 82 79 108 343 0 0 695 695
Humanities and Sciences Academy Arizona P 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 66
Imagine Bell Canyon B 0 81 95 53 37 100 38 0 404 404
Imagine Camelback Elementary A 0 63 112 90 85 137 0 0 487 487
Imagine Camelback Middle C 0 0 0 0 0 55 113 0 168 168
Imagine Cortez Park Elementary B 0 104 110 106 98 177 0 0 595 595
Imagine Cortez Park Middle C 0 0 0 0 0 83 157 0 240 240
Imagine Desert West Elementary B 0 136 131 152 146 254 0 0 819 819
Imagine Desert West Middle B 0 0 0 0 0 110 206 0 316 316
Intelli-School - Metro Center C-ALT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 135 135 135
Intelli-School - Paradise Valley D-ALT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 90 90 105
International Commerce High School - Phoenix D-ALT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 406 406 429
Kaizen Edu. Foundation dba South Pointe Elem. C-ALT 0 55 57 61 57 144 0 0 374 374
Keystone Montessori Charter School A 0 0 36 45 30 82 20 0 213 228
Khalsa Montessori Elementary School - Phoenix A 0 27 30 29 15 21 0 0 122 139
Learning Institute, The C-ALT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 111 111 130
Liberty Traditional Charter School B 0 31 36 41 42 123 84 0 357 357
Life Skills Center of Arizona C-ALT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 235 235 240
Metropolitan Arts Institute A 0 0 0 0 0 0 52 202 254 254
Midtown High School P 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 19
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Midtown Primary School B 0 30 31 22 20 15 0 0 118 118
Milestones Charter School B 0 52 32 22 23 62 31 0 222 222
Mountainside A 0 32 30 28 27 45 0 0 162 183
New World Educational Center C 0 20 20 17 18 55 42 0 172 172
NFL YET College Prep Academy A 0 0 0 0 0 0 116 186 302 302
North Pointe Preparatory B 0 0 0 0 0 0 309 554 863 863
Ombudsman - Charter East B-ALT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 77 90
Ombudsman - Charter East 11 C-ALT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 96 96 126
Ombudsman - Charter Metro C-ALT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 47 47 66
Ombudsman - Charter Northeast C-ALT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 50 50 58
Pan-American Charter School B 0 67 51 84 66 179 146 96 689 689
Phoenix Advantage Charter School D 0 79 57 61 54 164 106 0 521 521
Phoenix College Preparatory Academy B 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 103 103 103
Phoenix Collegiate Academy Charter School C 0 0 0 37 36 166 127 0 366 366
Pillar Academy Online P 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 77 77 77
Pioneer Preparatory - A Challenge Foundation B 0 89 89 95 76 279 0 0 628 628
Precision Academy A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 90 90 90
Precision Academy System Charter School D 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 470 470 470
Premier Charter High School B-ALT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 217 217 217
RCB Medical Arts Academy B-ALT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 391 391 391
Reid Traditional Schools' Painted Rock Academy A 0 73 96 100 80 148 68 0 565 565
Reyes Maria Ruiz Leadership Academy A 0 80 77 77 80 161 0 0 475 475
Ridgeline Academy - A Challenge Foundation Acad. A 0 90 96 86 72 173 92 0 609 609
RSD Computerized Plus High School D-ALT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 91 91 112
RSD Computerized Plus Online Program P 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 41 41 63
SABIS International B 0 82 108 92 98 222 134 0 736 736
Skyline Prep High School B 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 160 160 160
Sonoran Science Academy - Ahwatukee B 0 20 17 12 17 0 0 0 66 85
Sonoran Science Academy - Phoenix B 0 25 26 28 29 72 51 48 279 303
South Phoenix Prep and Arts Academy C 0 55 68 59 53 55 0 0 290 290
South Pointe High School C-ALT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 502 502 502
South Pointe Junior High School C-ALT 0 0 0 0 0 0 128 0 128 128
South Ridge High School A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 438 438 438
South Valley Prep and Arts School C-ALT 0 0 0 0 0 102 112 0 214 214
StarShine Academy D-ALT 0 26 25 25 27 22 57 116 298 325
Stepping Stones Academy B 0 25 25 25 25 66 39 0 205 205
Student Choice High School Tatum Campus D-ALT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 17 17 29
Summit High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 100 112 125
Sun Valley Charter School C 0 45 44 55 29 98 36 0 307 307
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Venture Academy A 0 16 22 15 17 25 0 0 95 95
Victory High School - Campus C 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 20
Villa Montessori - Phoenix Campus A 0 58 54 57 60 168 96 0 493 493
West Phoenix High School C-ALT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 436 436 436
Westland School C 0 19 19 15 13 56 50 94 266 266
Westwind Middle School C 0 0 0 0 0 0 15 0 15 27
Westwind Preparatory Academy C 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 146 146 146

* indicates letter grade is under appeal
P - indicates letter grade is still undergoing calculation
ALT- indicates alternative school letter grade point scale was used to determine grade
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Total - Charter Schools in Phoenix 2,956 1,308 17,982 273 34 14,471 715 37,739 39,155
7.8% 3.5% 47.6% 0.7% 0.1% 38.3% 1.9%
AAEC - SMCC Campus 37 0 296 0 0 35 0 368 380
10.1% 0.0% 80.4% 0.0% 0.0% 9.5% 0.0%
AAEC - Paradise Valley 12 0 39 0 0 319 0 370 386
3.2% 0.0% 10.5% 0.0% 0.0% 86.2% 0.0%
Academy Of Excellence 59 0 50 0 0 0 0 109 126
54.1% 0.0% 45.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Accelerated Learning Center 0 0 20 0 0 174 0 194 198
0.0% 0.0% 10.3% 0.0% 0.0% 89.7% 0.0%
ACCLAIM Academy 0 0 388 0 0 0 0 388 396
0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Adams Traditional Academy 0 152 72 0 0 574 39 837 854
0.0% 18.2% 8.6% 0.0% 0.0% 68.6% 4.7%
All Aboard Charter School 11 0 56 0 0 34 0 101 110
10.9% 0.0% 55.4% 0.0% 0.0% 33.7% 0.0%
Ambassador Academy 0 0 0 0 0 22 0 22 49
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 0.0%
AmeriSchools Academy - Camelback 29 0 93 0 0 23 12 157 168
18.5% 0.0% 59.2% 0.0% 0.0% 14.6% 7.6%
Avrizona Academy of Science and Technology 0 0 60 0 0 17 0 77 90
0.0% 0.0% 77.9% 0.0% 0.0% 22.1% 0.0%
Avrizona Call-a-Teen Center for Excellence 0 0 74 0 0 0 0 74 78
0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Avrizona Conservatory for Arts and Academics 16 0 38 0 0 184 0 238 252
6.7% 0.0% 16.0% 0.0% 0.0% 77.3% 0.0%
Avrizona Conserv. for Arts and Acad. - Middle School 19 0 37 0 0 155 0 211 227
9.0% 0.0% 17.5% 0.0% 0.0% 73.5% 0.0%
Avrizona Insight Academy 52 0 142 26 0 539 25 784 794
6.6% 0.0% 18.1% 3.3% 0.0% 68.8% 3.2%
Avrizona School For The Arts 39 44 175 0 0 539 30 827 836
4.7% 5.3% 21.2% 0.0% 0.0% 65.2% 3.6%
Avrizona Virtual Academy 223 41 676 78 18 2,872 210 4,118 4,118
5.4% 1.0% 16.4% 1.9% 0.4% 69.7% 5.1%
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BASIS Phoenix 12 214 70 0 0 422 0 718 724
1.7% 29.8% 9.7% 0.0% 0.0% 58.8% 0.0%
Benchmark School 0 24 25 0 0 346 15 410 417
0.0% 5.9% 6.1% 0.0% 0.0% 84.4% 3.7%
Bennett Academy 18 0 140 0 0 49 0 207 228
8.7% 0.0% 67.6% 0.0% 0.0% 23.7% 0.0%
Career Success High School - Glendale 0 0 48 0 0 0 0 48 61
0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Career Success High School - Main Campus 30 0 176 0 0 0 0 206 225
14.6% 0.0% 85.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Career Success High School - Robert L. Duffy 17 0 64 0 0 0 0 81 86
21.0% 0.0% 79.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Career Success Jr/Sr High School - North Phoenix 0 0 54 0 0 43 0 97 113
0.0% 0.0% 55.7% 0.0% 0.0% 44.3% 0.0%
Career Success School - Sage Campus 0 0 126 0 0 0 0 126 144
0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Children First Academy - Phoenix 58 0 196 26 0 27 0 307 312
18.9% 0.0% 63.8% 8.5% 0.0% 8.8% 0.0%
Cornerstone Charter School 30 0 133 11 0 42 0 216 225
13.9% 0.0% 61.6% 5.1% 0.0% 19.4% 0.0%
Crestview College Preparatory High School 0 0 173 0 0 36 0 209 234
0.0% 0.0% 82.8% 0.0% 0.0% 17.2% 0.0%
Cyber High School 0 0 84 0 0 16 0 100 110
0.0% 0.0% 84.0% 0.0% 0.0% 16.0% 0.0%
Desert Marigold School 11 0 36 0 0 218 16 281 289
3.9% 0.0% 12.8% 0.0% 0.0% 77.6% 5.7%
EAGLE College Prep 49 25 316 0 0 245 19 654 662
7.5% 3.8% 48.3% 0.0% 0.0% 37.5% 2.9%
EAGLE College Prep Harmony 88 0 130 0 0 37 11 266 278
33.1% 0.0% 48.9% 0.0% 0.0% 13.9% 4.1%
EduPreneurship Student Center (ESC) Phoenix 14 0 30 0 0 23 0 67 74
20.9% 0.0% 44.8% 0.0% 0.0% 34.3% 0.0%
E-Institute at Metro 17 0 108 0 0 33 0 158 177
10.8% 0.0% 68.4% 0.0% 0.0% 20.9% 0.0%
E-Institute at Union Hills 0 0 51 0 0 132 0 183 190
0.0% 0.0% 27.9% 0.0% 0.0% 72.1% 0.0%
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Empower College Prep 32 0 305 0 0 21 0 358 377
8.9% 0.0% 85.2% 0.0% 0.0% 5.9% 0.0%
Esperanza Community Collegial Academy 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 24
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Friendly House Academia Del Pueblo Elem 11 0 376 0 0 0 0 387 397
2.8% 0.0% 97.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Gateway Early College High School 15 0 219 0 0 11 0 245 248
6.1% 0.0% 89.4% 0.0% 0.0% 4.5% 0.0%
Genesis Academy 11 0 129 0 0 0 0 140 151
7.9% 0.0% 92.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
George Gervin Prep Academy 44 0 49 0 0 0 0 93 105
47.3% 0.0% 52.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Girls Leadership Academy of Arizona 16 0 106 0 0 11 0 133 141
12.0% 0.0% 79.7% 0.0% 0.0% 8.3% 0.0%
Great Hearts Academies - Anthem Prep 12 50 52 0 0 591 19 724 730
1.7% 6.9% 7.2% 0.0% 0.0% 81.6% 2.6%
Great Hearts Academies - Archway Veritas 0 19 42 0 0 423 27 511 519
0.0% 3.7% 8.2% 0.0% 0.0% 82.8% 5.3%
Great Hearts Academies - North Phoenix Prep 0 14 38 0 0 204 0 256 269
0.0% 5.5% 14.8% 0.0% 0.0% 79.7% 0.0%
Great Hearts Academies - Teleos Prep 98 0 83 0 0 13 20 214 226
45.8% 0.0% 38.8% 0.0% 0.0% 6.1% 9.3%
Great Hearts Academies - Trivium Prep 14 39 79 0 0 189 0 321 332
4.4% 12.1% 24.6% 0.0% 0.0% 58.9% 0.0%
Great Hearts Academies - Veritas Prep 13 22 108 0 0 516 17 676 688
1.9% 3.3% 16.0% 0.0% 0.0% 76.3% 2.5%
Great Hearts Academies - Maryvale Prep 31 0 248 0 0 52 13 344 347
9.0% 0.0% 72.1% 0.0% 0.0% 15.1% 3.8%
Great Hearts Academy - Archway North Phoenix 0 33 65 0 0 356 18 472 491
0.0% 7.0% 13.8% 0.0% 0.0% 75.4% 3.8%
Hearn Academy, The - A Ball Charter School 40 18 167 0 0 366 0 591 609
6.8% 3.0% 28.3% 0.0% 0.0% 61.9% 0.0%
Hope High School 31 0 99 0 0 0 0 130 136
23.8% 0.0% 76.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Horizon Community Learning Center 19 33 101 0 0 445 37 635 648
3.0% 5.2% 15.9% 0.0% 0.0% 70.1% 5.8%
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Horseshoe Trails Elementary School 0 29 54 0 0 591 12 686 695
0.0% 4.2% 7.9% 0.0% 0.0% 86.2% 1.7%
Humanities and Sciences Academy Arizona 0 0 51 0 0 0 0 51 66
0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Imagine Bell Canyon 38 20 142 0 0 193 0 393 404
9.7% 5.1% 36.1% 0.0% 0.0% 49.1% 0.0%
Imagine Camelback Elementary 59 16 381 0 0 16 0 472 487
12.5% 3.4% 80.7% 0.0% 0.0% 3.4% 0.0%
Imagine Camelback Middle 21 0 133 0 0 0 0 154 168
13.6% 0.0% 86.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Imagine Cortez Park Elementary 42 155 310 0 0 70 0 577 595
7.3% 26.9% 53.7% 0.0% 0.0% 12.1% 0.0%
Imagine Cortez Park Middle 18 50 138 0 0 31 0 237 240
7.6% 21.1% 58.2% 0.0% 0.0% 13.1% 0.0%
Imagine Desert West Elementary 24 0 776 0 0 14 0 814 819
2.9% 0.0% 95.3% 0.0% 0.0% 1.7% 0.0%
Imagine Desert West Middle 14 0 298 0 0 0 0 312 316
4.5% 0.0% 95.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Intelli-School - Metro Center 11 0 7 0 0 32 0 120 135
9.2% 0.0% 64.2% 0.0% 0.0% 26.7% 0.0%
Intelli-School - Paradise Valley 0 0 54 0 0 42 0 96 105
0.0% 0.0% 56.3% 0.0% 0.0% 43.8% 0.0%
International Commerce High School - Phoenix 31 0 335 19 0 38 0 423 429
7.3% 0.0% 79.2% 4.5% 0.0% 9.0% 0.0%
Kaizen Education Foundation dba South Pointe Elem. 137 0 205 13 0 11 0 366 374
37.4% 0.0% 56.0% 3.6% 0.0% 3.0% 0.0%
Keystone Montessori Charter School 0 20 46 0 0 142 0 208 228
0.0% 9.6% 22.1% 0.0% 0.0% 68.3% 0.0%
Khalsa Montessori Elementary School - Phoenix 0 15 36 0 0 71 0 122 139
0.0% 12.3% 29.5% 0.0% 0.0% 58.2% 0.0%
Learning Institute, The 0 0 94 0 0 23 0 117 130
0.0% 0.0% 80.3% 0.0% 0.0% 19.7% 0.0%
Liberty Traditional Charter School 0 0 338 0 0 12 0 350 357
0.0% 0.0% 96.6% 0.0% 0.0% 3.4% 0.0%
Life Skills Center of Arizona 35 0 144 0 0 48 0 227 240
15.4% 0.0% 63.4% 0.0% 0.0% 21.1% 0.0%
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Metropolitan Arts Institute 0 0 92 0 0 133 11 236 254
0.0% 0.0% 39.0% 0.0% 0.0% 56.4% 4.7%
Midtown High School 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 19
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Midtown Primary School 23 0 58 0 0 25 0 106 118
21.7% 0.0% 54.7% 0.0% 0.0% 23.6% 0.0%
Milestones Charter School 0 61 23 0 0 112 14 210 222
0.0% 29.0% 11.0% 0.0% 0.0% 53.3% 6.7%
Montessori Day Public Schools Charter - Mtnside 0 12 55 0 0 103 0 170 183
0.0% 7.1% 32.4% 0.0% 0.0% 60.6% 0.0%
New World Educational Center 15 0 134 0 0 19 0 168 172
8.9% 0.0% 79.8% 0.0% 0.0% 11.3% 0.0%
NFL YET College Prep Academy 0 0 284 0 0 0 0 284 302
0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
North Pointe Preparatory 24 25 336 0 0 436 33 854 863
2.8% 2.9% 39.3% 0.0% 0.0% 51.1% 3.9%
Ombudsman - Charter East 0 0 66 0 0 0 0 66 90
0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Ombudsman - Charter East |1 0 0 105 0 0 0 0 105 126
0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Ombudsman - Charter Metro 0 0 35 0 0 18 0 53 66
0.0% 0.0% 66.0% 0.0% 0.0% 34.0% 0.0%
Ombudsman - Charter Northeast 0 0 16 0 0 39 0 55 58
0.0% 0.0% 29.1% 0.0% 0.0% 70.9% 0.0%
Pan-American Charter School 0 0 685 0 0 0 0 685 689
0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Phoenix Advantage Charter School 34 0 438 12 0 26 0 510 521
6.7% 0.0% 85.9% 2.4% 0.0% 5.1% 0.0%
Phoenix College Preparatory Academy 14 0 7 0 0 0 0 91 103
15.4% 0.0% 84.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Phoenix Collegiate Academy Charter School 36 0 312 0 0 0 0 348 366
10.3% 0.0% 89.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Pillar Academy Online 0 0 54 0 0 17 0 71 77
0.0% 0.0% 76.1% 0.0% 0.0% 23.9% 0.0%
Pioneer Preparatory - A Challenge Foundation 0 0 606 0 0 0 0 606 628
0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
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Precision Academy 0 0 86 0 0 0 0 86 90
0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Precision Academy System Charter School 42 0 406 0 0 0 0 448 470
9.4% 0.0% 90.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Premier Charter High School 12 0 193 0 0 0 0 205 217
5.9% 0.0% 94.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
RCB Medical Arts Academy 47 0 308 0 0 22 0 377 391
12.5% 0.0% 81.7% 0.0% 0.0% 5.8% 0.0%
Reid Traditional Schools' Painted Rock Academy 37 148 110 0 0 239 24 558 565
6.6% 26.5% 19.7% 0.0% 0.0% 42.8% 4.3%
Reyes Maria Ruiz Leadership Academy 17 0 436 0 0 0 0 453 475
3.8% 0.0% 96.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Ridgeline Academy - A Challenge Foundation Acad. 0 0 7 0 0 481 35 593 609
0.0% 0.0% 13.0% 0.0% 0.0% 81.1% 5.9%
RSD Computerized Plus High School 12 0 37 0 0 55 0 104 112
11.5% 0.0% 35.6% 0.0% 0.0% 52.9% 0.0%
RSD Computerized Plus Online Program 0 0 19 0 0 38 0 57 63
0.0% 0.0% 33.3% 0.0% 0.0% 66.7% 0.0%
SABIS International 161 0 529 0 16 21 0 727 736
22.1% 0.0% 72.8% 0.0% 2.2% 2.9% 0.0%
Skyline Prep High School 43 0 7 0 0 24 0 144 160
29.9% 0.0% 53.5% 0.0% 0.0% 16.7% 0.0%
Sonoran Science Academy - Ahwatukee 37 14 0 0 0 19 0 70 85
52.9% 20.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 27.1% 0.0%
Sonoran Science Academy - Phoenix 143 0 50 0 0 91 0 284 303
50.4% 0.0% 17.6% 0.0% 0.0% 32.0% 0.0%
South Phoenix Prep and Arts Academy 98 0 141 11 0 30 0 280 290
35.0% 0.0% 50.4% 3.9% 0.0% 10.7% 0.0%
South Pointe High School 120 0 333 26 0 0 13 492 502
24.4% 0.0% 67.7% 5.3% 0.0% 0.0% 2.6%
South Pointe Junior High School 44 0 78 0 0 0 0 122 128
36.1% 0.0% 63.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
South Ridge High School 39 0 339 0 0 43 0 421 438
9.3% 0.0% 80.5% 0.0% 0.0% 10.2% 0.0%
South Valley Prep and Arts School 61 0 104 0 0 32 0 197 214
31.0% 0.0% 52.8% 0.0% 0.0% 16.2% 0.0%
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StarShine Academy 65 0 207 0 0 31 11 314 325
20.7% 0.0% 65.9% 0.0% 0.0% 9.9% 3.5%
Stepping Stones Academy 0 0 28 0 0 171 0 199 205
0.0% 0.0% 14.1% 0.0% 0.0% 85.9% 0.0%
Student Choice High School Tatum Campus 0 0 0 0 0 23 0 23 29
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 0.0%
Summit High School 0 0 48 51 0 22 0 121 125
0.0% 0.0% 39.7% 42.1% 0.0% 18.2% 0.0%
Sun Valley Charter School 89 0 195 0 0 15 0 299 307
29.8% 0.0% 65.2% 0.0% 0.0% 5.0% 0.0%
Venture Academy 15 0 33 0 0 34 0 82 95
18.3% 0.0% 40.2% 0.0% 0.0% 41.5% 0.0%
Victory High School - Campus 0 0 11 0 0 0 0 11 20
0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Villa Montessori - Phoenix Campus 0 15 90 0 0 338 34 477 493
0.0% 3.1% 18.9% 0.0% 0.0% 70.9% 7.1%
West Phoenix High School 17 0 401 0 0 0 0 418 436
4.1% 0.0% 95.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Westland School 30 0 138 0 0 85 0 253 266
11.9% 0.0% 54.5% 0.0% 0.0% 33.6% 0.0%
Westwind Middle School 0 0 12 0 0 0 0 12 27
0.0% 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Westwind Preparatory Academy 23 0 66 0 0 41 0 130 146
17.7% 0.0% 50.8% 0.0% 0.0% 31.5% 0.0%
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Total - Charter Schools in Phoenix 2,581 19,778 3,015 39,155
6.6% 50.5% 7.7%
AAEC - SMCC Campus 0 282 22 380
0.0% 74.2% 5.8%
AAEC - Paradise Valley 0 92 20 386
0.0% 23.8% 5.2%
Academy Of Excellence 0 112 12 126
0.0% 88.9% 9.5%
Accelerated Learning Center 0 0 17 198
0.0% 0.0% 8.6%
ACCLAIM Academy 104 340 26 396
26.3% 85.9% 6.6%
Adams Traditional Academy 0 0 37 854
0.0% 0.0% 4.3%
All Aboard Charter School 0 86 0 110
0.0% 78.2% 0.0%
Ambassador Academy 0 0 0 49
0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
AmeriSchools Academy - Camelback 0 120 12 168
0.0% 71.4% 7.1%
Arizona Academy of Science and Technology 0 68 0 90
0.0% 75.6% 0.0%
Arizona Call-a-Teen Center for Excellence 0 74 0 78
0.0% 94.9% 0.0%
Arizona Conservatory for Arts and Academics 0 116 13 252
0.0% 46.0% 5.2%
Arizona Conservatory for Arts and Academics Middle School 0 139 14 227
0.0% 61.2% 6.2%
Avrizona Insight Academy 0 239 134 794
0.0% 30.1% 16.9%
Arizona School For The Arts 0 0 34 836
0.0% 0.0% 4.1%
Avrizona Virtual Academy 16 1,707 487 4,118
0.4% 41.5% 11.8%
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BASIS Phoenix 0 0 0 724
0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Benchmark School 0 0 24 417
0.0% 0.0% 5.8%
Bennett Academy 24 148 17 228
10.5% 64.9% 7.5%
Career Success High School - Glendale 0 26 0 61
0.0% 42.6% 0.0%
Career Success High School - Main Campus 0 207 21 225
0.0% 92.0% 9.3%
Career Success High School - Robert L. Duffy 0 43 0 86
0.0% 50.0% 0.0%
Career Success School - North Phoenix 0 45 13 113
0.0% 39.8% 11.5%
Career Success School - Sage Campus 29 138 0 144
20.1% 95.8% 0.0%
Children First Academy - Phoenix 33 218 56 312
10.6% 69.9% 17.9%
Cornerstone Charter School 0 183 24 225
0.0% 81.3% 10.7%
Crestview College Preparatory High School 14 169 12 234
6.0% 72.2% 5.1%
Cyber High School 0 19 0 110
0.0% 17.3% 0.0%
Desert Marigold School 0 46 38 289
0.0% 15.9% 13.1%
EAGLE College Prep 13 265 58 662
2.0% 40.0% 8.8%
EAGLE College Prep Harmony 0 102 28 278
0.0% 36.7% 10.1%
EduPreneurship Student Center (ESC) Phoenix 0 26 0 74
0.0% 35.1% 0.0%
E-Institute at Metro 0 99 16 177
0.0% 55.9% 9.0%
E-Institute at Union Hills 0 82 20 190
0.0% 43.2% 10.5%
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Empower College Prep 0 198 58 377
0.0% 52.5% 15.4%
Esperanza Community Collegial Academy 0 0 0 24
0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Friendly House Academia Del Pueblo Elem. 116 388 33 397
29.2% 97.7% 8.3%
Gateway Early College High School 0 221 0 248
0.0% 89.1% 0.0%
Genesis Academy 0 132 0 151
0.0% 87.4% 0.0%
George Gervin Prep Academy 0 86 14 105
0.0% 81.9% 13.3%
Girls Leadership Academy of Arizona 0 103 17 141
0.0% 73.0% 12.1%
Great Hearts Academies - Anthem Prep 0 0 31 730
0.0% 0.0% 4.2%
Great Hearts Academies - Archway Veritas 0 0 26 519
0.0% 0.0% 5.0%
Great Hearts Academies - North Phoenix Prep 0 0 0 269
0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Great Hearts Academies - Teleos Prep 0 163 14 226
0.0% 72.1% 6.2%
Great Hearts Academies - Trivium Prep 0 0 11 332
0.0% 0.0% 3.3%
Great Hearts Academies - Veritas Prep 0 0 31 688
0.0% 0.0% 4.5%
Great Hearts Academies- Maryvale Prep 25 259 16 347
7.2% 74.6% 4.6%
Great Hearts Academy - Archway North Phoenix 0 0 22 491
0.0% 0.0% 4.5%
Hearn Academy, The - A Ball Charter School 16 271 36 609
2.6% 44.5% 5.9%
Hope High School 0 105 17 136
0.0% 77.2% 12.5%
Horizon Community Learning Center 0 0 45 648
0.0% 0.0% 6.9%
[Horseshoe Trails Elementary School 0 61 83 695
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0.0% 8.8% 11.9%
Humanities and Sciences Academy Arizona 0 0 0 66
0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Imagine Bell Canyon 30 255 37 404
7.4% 63.1% 9.2%
Imagine Camelback Elementary 176 487 20 487
36.1% 100.0% 4.1%
Imagine Camelback Middle 21 168 0 168
12.5% 100.0% 0.0%
Imagine Cortez Park Elementary 235 595 27 595
39.5% 100.0% 4.5%
Imagine Cortez Park Middle 33 240 22 240
13.8% 100.0% 9.2%
Imagine Desert West Elementary 299 819 46 819
36.5% 100.0% 5.6%
Imagine Desert West Middle 44 316 25 316
13.9% 100.0% 7.9%
Intelli-School - Metro Center 0 117 15 135
0.0% 86.7% 11.1%
Intelli-School - Paradise Valley 0 76 0 105
0.0% 72.4% 0.0%
International Commerce High School - Phoenix 25 0 23 429
5.8% 0.0% 5.4%
Kaizen Education Foundation dba South Pointe Elementary School 45 374 27 374
12.0% 100.0% 7.2%
Keystone Montessori Charter School 0 0 26 228
0.0% 0.0% 11.4%
Khalsa Montessori Elementary School - Phoenix 0 23 0 139
0.0% 16.5% 0.0%
Learning Institute, The 0 54 0 130
0.0% 41.5% 0.0%
Liberty Traditional Charter School 95 245 26 357
26.6% 68.6% 7.3%
Life Skills Center of Arizona 0 66 22 240
0.0% 27.5% 9.2%
Metropolitan Arts Institute 0 0 11 254
0.0% 0.0% 4.3%
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Midtown High School 0 13 0 19
0.0% 68.4% 0.0%
Midtown Primary School 0 94 21 118
0.0% 79.7% 17.8%
Milestones Charter School 0 55 17 222
0.0% 24.8% 7.7%
Montessori Day Public Schools Chartered - Mountainside 13 95 17 183
7.1% 51.9% 9.3%
New World Educational Center 37 136 21 172
21.5% 79.1% 12.2%
NFL YET College Prep Academy 27 302 23 302
8.9% 100.0% 7.6%
North Pointe Preparatory 0 330 51 863
0.0% 38.2% 5.9%
Ombudsman - Charter East 0 0 0 90
0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Ombudsman - Charter East I 14 13 20 126
11.1% 10.3% 15.9%
Ombudsman - Charter Metro 0 0 0 66
0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Ombudsman - Charter Northeast 0 0 12 58
0.0% 0.0% 20.7%
Pan-American Charter School 119 689 67 689
17.3% 100.0% 9.7%
Phoenix Advantage Charter School 153 432 39 521
29.4% 82.9% 7.5%
Phoenix College Preparatory Academy 0 87 0 103
0.0% 84.5% 0.0%
Phoenix Collegiate Academy Charter School 70 353 43 366
19.1% 96.4% 11.7%
Pillar Academy Online 0 0 12 77
0.0% 0.0% 15.6%
Pioneer Preparatory - A Challenge Foundation 171 550 64 628
27.2% 87.6% 10.2%
Precision Academy 15 79 0 90
16.7% 87.8% 0.0%
Precision Academy System Charter School 32 250 27 470
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6.8% 53.2% 5.7%
Premier Charter High School 0 87 13 217
0.0% 40.1% 6.0%
RCB Medical Arts Academy 0 344 51 391
0.0% 88.0% 13.0%
Reid Traditional Schools' Painted Rock Academy 17 0 40 565
3.0% 0.0% 7.1%
Reyes Maria Ruiz Leadership Academy 154 475 16 475
32.4% 100.0% 3.4%
Ridgeline Academy - A Challenge Foundation Academy, Inc. 0 19 63 609
0.0% 3.1% 10.3%
RSD Computerized Plus High School 0 91 28 112
0.0% 81.3% 25.0%
RSD Computerized Plus Online Program 0 36 0 63
0.0% 57.1% 0.0%
SABIS International 132 736 58 736
17.9% 100.0% 7.9%
Skyline Prep High School 0 160 12 160
0.0% 100.0% 7.5%
Sonoran Science Academy - Ahwatukee 16 39 0 85
18.8% 45.9% 0.0%
Sonoran Science Academy - Phoenix 99 275 0 303
32.7% 90.8% 0.0%
South Phoenix Prep and Arts Academy 24 290 14 290
8.3% 100.0% 4.8%
South Pointe High School 25 502 51 502
5.0% 100.0% 10.2%
South Pointe Junior High School 0 128 23 128
0.0% 100.0% 18.0%
South Ridge High School 0 375 22 438
0.0% 85.6% 5.0%
South Valley Prep and Arts School 0 214 13 214
0.0% 100.0% 6.1%
StarShine Academy 34 298 33 325
10.5% 91.7% 10.2%
Stepping Stones Academy 0 0 36 205
0.0% 0.0% 17.6%
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Student Choice High School Tatum Campus 0 0 0 29
0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Summit High School 0 89 21 125
0.0% 71.2% 16.8%
Sun Valley Charter School 16 223 23 307
5.2% 72.6% 7.5%
Venture Academy 0 45 0 95
0.0% 47.4% 0.0%
Victory High School - Campus 0 20 0 20
0.0% 100.0% 0.0%
Villa Montessori - Phoenix Campus 0 66 41 493
0.0% 13.4% 8.3%
West Phoenix High School 20 436 39 436
4.6% 100.0% 8.9%
Westland School 0 218 28 266
0.0% 82.0% 10.5%
Westwind Middle School 0 23 0 27
0.0% 85.2% 0.0%
Westwind Preparatory Academy 0 98 20 146
0.0% 67.1% 13.7%

*Asterisks in the table reflect data that has been 'masked' because there are too few students in the category.
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Total - Charter Schools in Phoenix 1,119
AAEC - SMCC Campus 0
AAEC - Paradise Valley 0
Academy Of Excellence 121
Accelerated Learning Center 0
ACCLAIM Academy 0
Adams Traditional Academy 0
All Aboard Charter School 0
Ambassador Academy 0
AmeriSchools Academy - Camelback 0
Avrizona Academy of Science and Technology 0
Arizona Call-a-Teen Center for Excellence 15
Edkey, Inc. - AZ Conservatory for Arts & Academ. 20
Avrizona Insight Academy 0
Arizona School For The Arts 0
Avrizona Virtual Academy 0
BASIS Phoenix 0
Benchmark School 0
Career Success Schools 0
Children First Academy - Phoenix 0
Cornerstone Charter School 0
Crestview College Preparatory High School 28
Cyber High School 0
Desert Marigold School 0
EAGLE College Prep 0
EAGLE College Prep Harmony 0
EduPreneurship Student Center (ESC) Phoenix *
E-Institute Charter Schools, Inc. 17
Empower College Prep 0
Esperanza Community Collegial Academy 0
Friendly House Academia Del Pueblo Elem 122
Gateway Early College High School *
Genesis Academy 0
George Gervin Prep Academy 0
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Homeless

Girls Leadership Academy of Arizona 0
Great Hearts Academies - Anthem Prep 0
Great Hearts Academies - Archway Veritas 0
Great Hearts Academies - North Phoenix Prep 0
Great Hearts Academies - Teleos Prep 0
Great Hearts Academies - Trivium Prep 0
Great Hearts Academies - Veritas Prep 0
Great Hearts Academies - Maryvale Prep 0
Great Hearts Academy - Archway North Phoenix 0
Hearn Academy, The - A Ball Charter School 0
Hope High School 0
Horizon Community Learning Center *
Horseshoe Trails Elementary School *
Humanities and Sciences Academy Arizona 0
Imagine Bell Canyon *
Imagine Camelback Elementary

Imagine Camelback Middle

Imagine Cortez Park Elementary 24
Imagine Cortez Park Middle *
Imagine Desert West Elementary 0
Imagine Desert West Middle 0
Intelli-School - Metro Center 13
Intelli-School - Paradise Valley *
International Commerce High School - Phoenix 0
Kaizen Education Foundation dba South Pointe Elementary School 68
Keystone Montessori Charter School 0
Khalsa Montessori Elementary School - Phoenix 0
Learning Institute, The *
Liberty Traditional Charter School 95
Life Skills Center of Arizona 47
Metropolitan Arts Institute 0
Midtown High School 0
Midtown Primary School 18
Milestones Charter School 0
Montessori Day Public Schools Chartered - Mountainside 0
New World Educational Center *
NFL YET College Prep Academy 0
North Pointe Preparatory 0
Ombudsman Educational Services, Ltd. - East 50
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Ombudsman Educational Services, Ltd. - Metro/NE 45
Pan-American Charter School 0
Phoenix Advantage Charter School *
Phoenix College Preparatory Academy 0
Phoenix Collegiate Academy Charter School 0
Pillar Academy Online 0
Pioneer Preparatory - A Challenge Foundation 0
Precision Academy 0
Precision Academy System Charter School 128
Premier Charter High School 46
RCB Medical Arts Academy 0
Reid Traditional Schools' Painted Rock Academy 0
Reyes Maria Ruiz Leadership Academy 0
Ridgeline Academy - A Challenge Foundation Academy, Inc. 0
RSD Charter School, Inc. *
SABIS International 12
Skyline Prep High School *
Sonoran Science Academy - Ahwatukee 0
Sonoran Science Academy - Phoenix 0
South Phoenix Prep and Arts Academy *
South Pointe High School 10
South Pointe Junior High School 48
South Ridge High School
South Valley Prep and Arts School
StarShine Academy 38
Stepping Stones Academy 0
Student Choice High School Tatum Campus 0
Summit High School 0
Sun Valley Charter School 0
Twenty First Century Charter School, Inc. 0
Victory High School - Campus 0
Villa Montessori - Phoenix Campus 0
West Phoenix High School 124
Westland School 0
Westwind Middle School *
Westwind Preparatory Academy 30
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*Information for select schools (17 schools) are not available at the individual school level and are presented at the charter holder level (7
charter holders). Counts for charter holders may include students from schools that are not located in Phoenix. Asterisks in the table reflect

data that has been 'masked' because there are too few students in the category.
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Total - Charter Schools in Phx. 71 27 73 0 0 0 0 30 0 124 0 422 0 1,458 0 38
AAEC - SMCC Campus 18
AAEC - Paradise Valley * *
Academy Of Excellence
Accelerated Learning Center * 15
ACCLAIM Academy * * 16
Adams Traditional Academy * * * 18 12
All Aboard Charter School * *
Ambassador Academy * *
AmeriSchools Academy - Camelback
Avrizona Academy of Science and Tech. * * *
Arizona Call-a-Teen Center for Excellence *
Avrizona Insight Academy
Arizona School For The Arts * * * 17
Avrizona Virtual Academy
BASIS Phoenix * *
Benchmark School * 13
Career Success Schools * * * * * 37
Children First Academy - Phoenix
Cornerstone Charter School * * 19
Crestview College Preparatory High School * *
Cyber High School * 16
Desert Marigold School * * 11 17 *
EAGLE College Prep * * * * 18 25
EAGLE College Prep Harmony * * *
* 13
*

EduPreneurship Student Center (ESC) Phx
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E-Institute Charter Schools, Inc. 12 12 43
Empower College Prep * * * 11 32
Esperanza Community Collegial Academy *
Friendly House Academia Del Pueblo Elem * 11 15
Gateway Early College High School ks *
Genesis Academy * *
George Gervin Prep Academy
Girls Leadership Academy of Arizona * * 12
Great Hearts Academies - Anthem Prep * 13 *
Great Hearts Academies - Archway Veritas * ks * * *
Great Hearts Academies - N. Phx Prep *
Great Hearts Academies - Teleos Prep i * *
Great Hearts Academies - Trivium Prep * ks * * *
Great Hearts Academies - Veritas Prep * * * 11 11 *
Great Hearts Academies - Maryvale Prep * ks * * *
Great Hearts Academy - Archway N.Phx * * * * 13 *
Hearn Academy, The - A Ball Charter * ks * * 17
Hope High School * * * 28
Horizon Community Learning Center * * * * 20
Horseshoe Trails Elementary School 53 27 61 * * * 30 * 96 76 265 * 38
Humanities and Sciences Academy Arizona *
Imagine Bell Canyon * * * * 18
Imagine Camelback Elementary * * *
Imagine Camelback Middle * * *
Imagine Cortez Park Elementary * 11
Imagine Cortez Park Middle * * * 12
Imagine Desert West Elementary * * 24 15
Imagine Desert West Middle * * 17
Intelli-School - Metro Center * * * 23
Intelli-School - Paradise Valley * *
International Commerce High School - Phx. * 18
Kaizen Edu. Foundation dba S. Pointe Elem. * 15
Keystone Montessori Charter School * * 15
*

Khalsa Montessori Elem. School - Phx.
Learning Institute, The
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Liberty Traditional Charter School * * 21
Life Skills Center of Arizona *
Metropolitan Arts Institute * *
Midtown High School
Midtown Primary School 19 *
Milestones Charter School * *
Montessori Day Pub. School Chrtr - Mtnside * 12
New World Educational Center & * * *
NFL YET College Prep Academy * 19
North Pointe Preparatory 18 16 25 43
Ombudsman Edu. Services, Ltd. - East * * 39
Ombudsman Edu. Services, Ltd. - Metro/NE * 32
Pan-American Charter School 18 13
Phoenix Advantage Charter School * * * 11 17
Phoenix College Preparatory Academy * *
Phoenix Collegiate Academy Charter School * * 57
Pillar Academy Online ks * *
Pioneer Prep - A Challenge Foundation * * 32 20
Precision Academy *
Precision Academy System Charter School * 26
Premier Charter High School * 12
RCB Medical Arts Academy * * * * 33
Reid Trad. Schools' Painted Rock Academy * * * 12 14
Reyes Maria Ruiz Leadership Academy i * * *
Ridgeline Academy - A Challenge Found. * * * * 28 16
RSD Charter School, Inc. * * * 30
SABIS International * 22 21
Skyline Prep High School *
Sonoran Science Academy - Ahwatukee ks * *
Sonoran Science Academy - Phoenix
South Phoenix Prep and Arts Academy * *
South Pointe High School 40
South Pointe Junior High School 16
South Ridge High School 22
South Valley Prep and Arts School * * * *
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StarShine Academy * 22 *
Stepping Stones Academy 13 13
Student Choice High School Tatum Campus 18
Summit High School
Sun Valley Charter School * 17
Twenty First Century Charter School, Inc. * 20
Victory High School - Campus ks *
Villa Montessori - Phoenix Campus * 21
West Phoenix High School 32
Westland School * 29 *
Westwind Middle School *
Westwind Preparatory Academy * 14

*Information for select schools (17 schools) are not available at the individual school level and are presented at the charter holder level (7 charter holders). Counts for charter holders may include students from

schools that are not located in Phoenix. Asterisks in the table reflect data that has been 'masked' because there are too few students in the category.
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Appendix D: Additional Information Relating to the Economic Profile
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Appendix D-1: Annual Employment in Phoenix MSA by Industry, 2005 - 2015*
Industry 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Natural Resources and Mining 2,200 2,700 3,200 3,800 3,100 3,000 3,200 3,500 3,600 3,400 3,400
Construction of Buildings 29,000 32,900 30,800 26,000 17,700 15,400 15,500 15,600 16,700 16,800 17,400
Heavy and Civil Engineering Construction 21,800 22,600 21,900 19,500 13,900 12,100 12,200 12,800 12,900 12,800 12,600
Specialty Trades Construction Contractors 112,900 124,400 116,600 93,700 64,200 54,900 55,200 59,700 63,800 66,000 71,500
Construction 163,800 179,900 169,200 139,300 95,900 82,400 83,000 88,000 93,400 95,600 101,400
Durable Goods 109,100 112,700 110,000 103,100 90,000 86,000 87,600 90,500 89,900 90,200 88,700
Nondurable Goods 27,300 27,100 27,100 26,600 24,800 24,700 25,100 26,200 27,200 28,000 28,400
Manufacturing 136,500 139,800 137,100 129,600 114,800 110,700 112,700 116,700 117,100 118,100 117,100
Wholesale Trade 82,700 86,600 89,200 88,400 82,200 78,900 78,100 78,000 77,800 77,600 78,200
Retail Trade 216,400 227,400 234,300 227,700 208,900 206,300 209,000 211,300 214,100 221,800 226,200
Transportation, Warehousing and Utilities 62,500 64,900 67,400 66,900 62,700 60,300 62,300 63,700 64,100 65,600 68,700
Trade, Transportation and Utilities 361,600 378,800 391,000 383,000 353,800 345,400 349,400 353,000 356,000 365,000 373,100
Information 33,200 32,300 31,100 31,100 28,900 27,400 28,400 31,100 33,200 34,800 35,400
Finance and Insurance 111,200 115,800 115,700 110,800 107,000 106,000 109,800 114,000 120,700 124,200 129,400
Real Estate and Rental and Leasing 37,400 39,500 40,200 39,200 35,700 34,800 35,300 36,200 37,400 38,100 37,900
Financial Activities 148,600 155,300 155,900 149,900 142,700 140,800 145,100 150,200 158,200 162,400 167,400
Professional, Scientific and Technical Services 90,300 98,800 101,400 101,200 93,200 91,100 92,800 94,500 97,500 99,800 103,100
Management of Companies and Enterprises 19,900 21,600 23,500 23,800 23,300 23,000 23,600 24,800 25,800 26,400 27,700
Administrative and Waste Services 186,000 198,200 199,800 183,900 158,100 156,900 160,800 166,800 178,600 182,300 189,900
Professional and Business Services 296,200 318,500 324,700 308,900 274,700 271,000 277,200 286,000 301,900 308,500 320,700
Educational Services 30,200 32,400 33,300 35,600 38,200 42,300 44,000 44,400 44,600 45,900 48,300
Health Care and Social Assistance 155,600 166,200 175,800 185,500 190,200 196,700 203,400 211,100 216,300 222,800 231,300
Education and Health Services 185,900 198,700 209,100 221,000 228,400 239,000 247,400 255,500 261,000 268,700 279,600
Arts, Entertainment and Recreation 22,300 24,100 25,800 26,100 24,100 24,400 24,500 25,600 26,900 28,900 30,800
Accommodations and Food Services 148,100 156,400 160,400 158,600 150,300 148,900 153,200 157,700 164,700 170,200 174,500
Leisure and Hospitality 170,400 180,400 186,200 184,600 174,400 173,400 177,700 183,300 191,600 199,200 205,300
Other Services (except Public Administration) 65,900 70,800 71,900 73,200 68,000 63,800 63,800 62,300 63,700 64,500 68,200
Private Sector 1,564,200 1,657,200 1,679,400 1,624,500 1,484,600 1,456,800 1,488,000 1,529,700 1,579,600 1,620,000 1,671,600
Federal Government 21,800 21,700 21,500 22,600 22,900 24,200 22,000 21,800 21,700 21,600 21,800
State Government 46,300 46,400 49,200 50,700 46,300 44,500 44,400 45,000 45,400 46,100 47,000
Local Government 157,400 161,200 168,000 172,700 169,900 166,200 162,800 163,800 164,800 165,300 165,500
Government 225,500 229,200 238,700 246,000 239,200 234,800 229,200 230,600 231,900 233,000 234,300
Total Nonfarm Payroll Employment 1,789,700 1,886,400 1,918,100 1,870,500 1,723,800 1,691,600 1,717,200 1,760,300 1,811,500 1,853,000 1,906,000

*Data produced by Arizona Department of Administration, Office of Employment and Population Statistics: CES Data Query Tool. www.laborstats.az.gov
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Appendix D-11: Phoenix Employers (with at least 5 employees) by Size and by Industry, 2014*
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Total Employers 16,870 653 1,177 2,559 1,809 1,800 427 1,345 968 231 984 121 1,473 1,853 53 1,416
Employers by Size
5-10 6,434 274 517 1,020 562 709 167 510 236 73 413 62 594 844 29 422
% of Total 38.1% 42.0% 44.0% 39.9% 31.1% 39.4% 39.1% 37.9% 244% 315% 42.0% 51.1% 40.3% 455% 54.7% 29.8%
10-24 5,440 239 382 837 559 593 133 440 300 75 310 29 483 604 13 444
% of Total 32.2% 36.6% 324% 327% 30.9% 33.0% 312% 327% 31.0% 325% 315% 23.6% 32.8% 326% 23.6% 31.4%
25-99 3,889 116 225 550 493 378 93 315 333 65 211 24 319 329 9 429
% of Total 231% 17.8% 19.2% 215% 27.3% 21.0% 218% 234% 344% 281% 214% 195% 21.6% 17.8% 17.0% 30.3%
100 - 249 808 18 45 119 127 86 25 56 68 15 37 6 55 66 1 84
% of Total 48% 28% 39% 46% 70% 48% 59% 41% 70% 6.6% 38% 51% 37% 35% 09% 59%
250 - 499 187 3 4 21 36 20 4 17 24 3 7 1 12 8 2 24
% of Total 11% 05% 03% 08% 20% 11% 09% 13% 25% 11% 07% 06% 08% 04% 38% 17%
500 or more 112 3 3 12 31 14 4 8 7 1 6 0 10 2 0 12
% of Total 07% 05% 02% 05% 17% 08% 09% 06% 07% 02% 06% 00% 07% 01% 00% 0.8%
Employers by Industry
Accommodation and Food Services 1,654 82 106 242 141 192 68 108 45 26 132 5 186 208 6 98
% of Total 98% 126% 9.0% 95% 7.8% 10.6% 159% 80% 4.7% 113% 134% 121% 126% 11.2% 104% 6.9%
Admin./Support & Waste Mgt/Remediation Svcs. 1,030 37 71 189 77 133 34 77 44 13 42 10 96 127 1 79
% of Total 6.1% 57% 6.0% 74% 42% 74% 80% 57% 46% 58% 42% 79% 65% 6.9% 19% 56%
Agriculture, Forestry, Fishing and Hunting 41 0 0 4 2 3 1 2 11 6 4 0 2 2 0 5
% of Total 02% 00% 00% 02% 01% 02% 02% 01% 11% 24% 04% 00% 01% 01% 00% 0.4%
Arts, Entertainment, and Recreation 190 14 7 31 27 11 11 14 3 4 13 2 16 27 3 7
% of Total 11% 21% 06% 12% 15% 06% 25% 11% 03% 15% 13% 18% 11% 15% 57% 0.5%
Construction 1,349 22 67 144 129 259 23 39 88 23 65 15 161 155 3 154
% of Total 80% 34% 57% 56% 71% 144% 55% 29% 91% 102% 6.6% 125% 10.9% 84% 57% 10.9%
Educational Services 664 25 73 74 45 55 16 46 35 18 65 4 71 81 3 53
% of Total 39% 38% 62% 29% 25% 31% 39% 34% 36% 78% 66% 33% 48% 44% 47% 3.7%
Finance and Insurance 823 36 47 216 40 80 30 81 12 7 36 6 68 128 1 35
% of Total 49% 550 A40% 84% 22% 45% 7.0% 60% 12% 3.0% 36% 50% 46% 6.9% 09% 25%
Health Care and Social Assistance 1,718 118 156 275 127 133 49 244 13 17 115 9 157 224 4 75
% of Total 10.2% 18.1% 133% 10.7% 7.0% 7.4% 116% 182% 14% 75% 117% 74% 10.7% 121% 6.6% 53%
Information 306 18 17 59 45 37 10 33 2 0 8 2 16 36 1 22
% of Total 18% 28% 14% 23% 25% 20% 23% 25% 02% 00% 09% 18% 11% 20% 09% 1.6%
Management of Companies and Enterprises 23 2 0 8 0 6 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 3 0 0
% of Total 01% 03% 00% 03% 00% 03% 02% 01% 01% 0.0% 00% 00% 01% 02% 00% 0.0%
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Employers by Industry (cont.)
Manufacturing 114 1 6 17 14 10 4 2 18 3 6 1 9 13 1 9
% of Total 07% 02% 05% 07% 08% 05% 09% 01% 18% 14% 06% 11% 06% 07% 19% 0.6%
Manufacturing - Primary Metal Manufacturing 708 21 37 40 104 131 5 23 84 9 44 1 39 33 1 136
% of Total 42% 32% 31% 16% 58% 73% 11% 17% 86% 41% 45% 08% 26% 18% 19% 9.6%
Manufacturing - Wood Product Manufacturing 369 6 28 25 58 27 4 19 82 8 22 0 18 17 1 54
% of Total 22% 09% 24% 10% 32% 15% 09% 14% 84% 35% 22% 02% 13% 09% 09% 3.8%
Mining, Quarrying, and Oil and Gas Extraction 16 0 1 0 2 3 0 0 0 3 0 1 2 0 0 4
% of Total 01% 00% 01% 00% 01% 02% 00% 00% 00% 11% 00% 05% 01% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2%
Other Services (except Public Administration) 1,268 52 135 179 135 112 29 106 57 10 75 6 132 140 3 97
% of Total 75% 80% 115% 70% 74% 62% 68% 7.9% 59% 44% 76% 47% 89% 7.6% 47% 6.9%
Professional, Scientific, and Technical Services 1,743 63 90 454 186 146 44 283 22 8 26 13 110 184 3 111
% of Total 103% 9.6% 7.6% 17.8% 103% 81% 103% 21.0% 23% 35% 27% 108% 74% 99% 47% 7.9%
Public Administration 507 6 22 34 229 22 2 59 44 1 17 2 21 5 3 32
% of Total 30% 09% 19% 13% 126% 12% 04% 44% 45% 05% 18% 13% 14% 08% 47% 23%
Real Estate and Rental and Leasing 697 25 60 177 49 59 8 54 31 3 44 5 76 64 1 41
% of Total 41% 38% 51% 69% 27% 33% 18% 40% 32% 12% A45% 39% 52% 34% 19% 2.9%
Retail Trade 1,539 67 116 190 107 174 54 69 80 19 141 13 158 224 17 111
% of Total 91% 103% 98% 74% 59% 97% 125% 51% 83% 80% 143% 10.9% 10.7% 12.1% 31.1% 7.8%
Retail Trade-Retail Sporting, Merch., Misc, Non-Store 515 24 38 73 31 56 22 21 20 7 37 6 67 79 2 32
% of Total 31% 37% 32% 29% 17% 31% 51% 16% 21% 31% 37% 51% 46% 43% 28% 2.2%
Transportation and Warehousing 343 7 16 15 54 31 3 11 81 20 20 4 8 16 0 56
% of Total 20% 11% 14% 06% 30% 17% 07% 08% 84% 86% 21% 32% 06% 09% 00% 3.9%
Trans./Warehousing - Postal, Couriers, Warehous. Storage 80 2 4 10 10 3 3 4 18 1 4 1 4 4 1 10
% of Total 05% 03% 03% 04% 05% 02% 07% 03% 19% 06% 04% 10% 03% 02% 09% 0.7%
Utilities 41 0 0 4 9 4 0 3 6 0 1 1 5 4 0 3
% of Total 02% 00% 00% 02% 05% 02% 00% 02% 07% 00% 01% 08% 03% 02% 00% 0.2%
Wholesale Trade 1,133 26 80 95 188 116 6 44 169 24 67 5 51 67 4 190
% of Total 6.7% 40% 68% 37% 104% 64% 15% 33% 175% 105% 68% 41% 35% 36% 75% 13.4%
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% of Total 00% 00% 00% 00% 00% 00% 00% 00% 00% 00% 00% 00% 00% 00% 00% 0.0%

*Analysis based on 2014 Employer Database produced by Maricopa Association of Governments
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Appendix D-111: Phoenix Jobs by Employer Size and by Industry, 2014*
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Total Employees 616,814 15,898 31,806 79,974 107,797 69,895 18987 53,919 44,868 8615 30,256 2,729 47,365 42,362 1,446 60,897
Jobs by Employer Size
5-10 40,743 1,700 3,280 6,430 3,640 4,520 997 3,248 1,555 446 2,650 371 3,760 5,296 181 2,669
% of Total 6.690 10.7% 103% 80% 34% 65% 52% 60% 35% 52% 88% 136% 7.9% 125% 125% 4.4%
10-24 80,224 3506 5676 12,155 8370 8,886 1,906 6,530 4,392 1,091 4,744 394 7,146 8,723 169 6,536
% of Total 13.0% 22.1% 17.8% 152% 7.8% 12.7% 10.0% 121% 98% 12.7% 157% 144% 151% 20.6% 11.7% 10.7%
25-99 181,958 5,325 10,000 25575 24,050 16,875 4,437 14,781 15976 3,134 10,383 858 15,040 15,023 348 20,150
% of Total 29500 335% 314% 32.0% 223% 24.1% 234% 27.4% 356% 364% 343% 314% 31.8% 355% 24.1% 33.1%
100 - 249 118,493 2,711 6,380 17,510 19,653 12,365 3,467 8,077 9931 2,181 5194 856 8213 9,415 80 12,460
% of Total 19.2% 17.1% 20.1% 21.9% 18.2% 17.7% 183% 15.0% 22.1% 253% 17.2% 31.4% 17.3% 222% 5.6% 20.5%
250 - 499 62,420 989 1432 6,392 12,215 7,045 1,325 5947 7,579 948 2,436 250 4,145 2,742 667 8,308
% of Total 10.1% 62% 45% 80% 11.3% 101% 7.0% 11.0% 169% 11.0% 81% 91% 88% 65% 46.1% 13.6%
500 or more 132,976 1,667 5,037 11,913 39,869 20,204 6,855 15336 5434 815 4,849 0 9061 1,163 0 10,773
% of Total 21.6% 10.5% 158% 14.9% 37.0% 28.9% 36.1% 284% 121% 95% 16.0% 0.0% 19.1% 27% 0.0% 17.7%
Jobs by Employer Industry
Accommodation and Food Services 47,198 1,937 2,052 8368 4514 4643 3,180 2,141 1,138 764 2,967 394 5843 6,400 103 2,753
% of Total 7.7% 122% 65% 105% 42% 6.6% 168% 40% 25% 89% 98% 144% 123% 151% 7.2% 4.5%
Admin./Support & Waste Mgt/Remediation Svcs. 35250 1,060 2,772 5304 2662 5946 1,583 3,165 1,857 488 1,089 436 2,761 2,108 28 3,992
% of Total 57% 67% 87% 66% 25% 85% 83% 59% 41% 57% 36% 160% 58% 50% 19% 6.6%
Agriculture, Forestry, Fishing and Hunting 802 0 0 86 27 98 8 39 196 141 86 0 12 22 0 87
% of Total 01% 00% 00% 01% 00% 01% 00% 01% 04% 16% 03% 00% 00% 01% 00% 0.1%
Arts, Entertainment, and Recreation 6,413 395 156 1,378 1,214 380 474 442 93 119 409 40 583 598 27 106
% of Total 10% 25% 05% 17% 11% 05% 25% 08% 02% 14% 14% 15% 12% 14% 19% 0.2%
Construction 37,809 272 1,033 3,768 4,946 6,711 262 916 3,213 644 2,558 160 5,142 2,358 21 5,803
% of Total 61% 17% 32% 47% 46% 96% 14% 17% 72% 75% 85% 59% 109% 56% 15% 9.5%
Educational Services 49,484 1,670 7,549 3,313 4,485 3,368 863 2905 1,953 1,334 4,401 166 6,132 4,657 69 6,617
% of Total 8.0% 105% 23.7% 41% 42% 48% A45% 54% 44% 155% 145% 6.1% 129% 11.0% 4.8% 10.9%
Finance and Insurance 56,906 833 873 10,603 10,338 13,588 2,715 2,748 431 90 1,300 166 5915 2,661 10 4,637
% of Total 92% 52% 27% 133% 96% 194% 143% 51% 10% 1.0% 43% 61% 125% 6.3% 07% 7.6%
Health Care and Social Assistance 67,031 1,366 4,063 8517 15214 3,387 4,115 15,759 183 164 2,903 85 4,345 4,162 30 2,739
% of Total 10.9% 8.6% 12.8% 10.6% 14.1% 48% 21.7% 292% 04% 19% 96% 31% 92% 98% 2.0% 45%
Information 13,337 398 625 1,845 3,395 2,659 201 1,913 67 0 196 46 365 825 4 798
% of Total 22% 25% 20% 23% 31% 38% 11% 35% 01% 0.0% 06% 17% 08% 19% 02% 13%
Management of Companies and Enterprises 336 5 0 149 0 87 5 10 45 0 0 0 5 20 0 0
% of Total 01% 01% 00% 02% 00% 01% 00% 00% 01% 0.0% 00% 00% 0.0% 00% 00% 0.0%
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Jobs by Employer Industry (cont.)
Manufacturing 5,155 5 81 404 445 291 158 19 1,785 179 170 89 78 319 218 915
% of Total 08% 00% 03% 05% 04% 04% 08% 00% 40% 21% 06% 33% 02% 08% 151% 15%
Manufacturing - Primary Metal Manufacturing 31,877 914 1255 3,144 4,701 7,287 414 412 4,246 320 839 8 1,375 727 7 6,228
% of Total 52% 57% 39% 39% 44% 104% 22% 08% 95% 37% 28% 03% 29% 17% 05% 10.2%
Manufacturing - Wood Product Manufacturing 12,808 69 631 526 2,681 858 75 474 3,773 543 499 1 390 268 3 2,018
% of Total 21% 04% 20% 07% 25% 12% 04% 09% 84% 63% 16% 00% 08% 06% 02% 3.3%
Mining, Quarrying, and Oil and Gas Extraction 1,093 0 13 7 744 35 2 0 13 58 2 6 23 0 0 189
% of Total 02% 00% 00% 00% 07% 01% 00% 00% 00% 07% 00% 02% 00% 00% 00% 0.3%
Other Services (except Public Administration) 23,464 612 1,874 3,689 4,069 1,763 258 1,445 1,840 218 961 37 1939 2,344 15 2,400
% of Total 38% 38% 59% 46% 38% 25% 14% 27% 41% 25% 32% 14% 41% 55% 1.0% 3.9%
Professional, Scientific, and Technical Services 47505 1,685 1,212 10,640 7,386 6,623 1,000 8,189 407 128 1,119 141 2,436 2,645 25 3,868
% of Total 77% 106% 38% 133% 6.9% 95% 53% 152% 09% 15% 37% 52% 51% 62% 17% 6.4%
Public Administration 44,522 71 684 2,284 25,663 1,425 372 4548 4,483 56 618 128 822 809 331 2,227
% of Total 72% 04% 22% 29% 238% 20% 20% 84% 100% 07% 20% 47% 17% 19% 229% 3.7%
Real Estate and Rental and Leasing 18,048 485 590 3,842 1,995 590 75 4,928 605 66 440 54 1504 1,835 15 1,024
% of Total 29% 31% 19% 48% 19% 08% 04% 91% 13% 08% 15% 20% 32% 43% 10% 17%
Retail Trade 37,197 1,701 2435 5427 1531 4706 2,020 1,559 1,894 509 3,335 436 3,325 4,985 295 3,041
% of Total 6.0% 10.7% 7.7% 68% 14% 67% 106% 2.9% 42% 59% 11.0% 160% 7.0% 11.8% 20.4% 5.0%
Retail Trade-Retail Sporting, Merch., Misc, Non-Store 20,614 747 1966 1,961 652 2,565 854 352 2302 1,216 2,563 181 1,466 2,634 177 978
% of Total 33% 47% 62% 25% 06% 37% 45% 07% 51% 141% 85% 6.6% 3.1% 6.2% 123% 1.6%
Transportation and Warehousing 18,886 483 227 1221 3,661 574 230 518 5,077 797 798 22 461 386 0 4431
% of Total 31% 30% 07% 15% 34% 08% 12% 10% 113% 93% 26% 08% 10% 09% 00% 7.3%
Trans./Warehousing - Postal, Couriers, Warehous. Storage 6,796 73 189 1,092 1,276 106 48 159 2,118 26 544 49 252 289 28 546
% of Total 11% 05% 06% 14% 12% 02% 03% 03% 47% 03% 18% 18% 05% 07% 19% 0.9%
Utilities 4,120 0 5 103 1,180 283 0 47 764 0 7 12 1,518 122 0 79
% of Total 07% 00% 00% 01% 11% 04% 00% 01% 17% 00% 00% 04% 32% 03% 00% 0.1%
Wholesale Trade 30,163 1,107 1,521 2,303 5019 1,921 76 1229 6,386 756 2,451 72 673 1,189 41 5,420
% of Total 49% 70% 48% 29% 47% 27% 04% 23% 142% 88% 81% 26% 14% 28% 28% 8.9%
Unknown 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
% of Total 00% 00% 00% 00% 00% 00% 00% 00% 00% 00% 00% 00% 00% 00% 00% 0.0%

*Analysis based on 2014 Employer Database produced by Maricopa Association of Governments
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Appendix D-1V: Unemployment Insurance Claimants by Village*
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Total Residents 6,561,516 1,511,330 79,077 133,161 136,723 54,761 173,111 50,948 54,919 83,263 52,534 217,315 17,015 164,329 173,762 5545 114,867
Total Claimants - July 2008 23,589 4,241 154 426 370 180 434 88 176 261 147 663 25 538 388 8 382
Total Claimants - July 2012 90,521 18,495 713 1,688 1,623 658 2,056 379 713 1,170 733 2,806 154 2,251 1,785 47 1,720
Total Claimants - July 2013 18,672 3,476 139 347 310 131 385 74 142 180 158 548 30 400 285 6 342
Total Claimants - July 2014 18,502 3,329 122 309 299 142 353 64 131 188 146 533 22 412 283 7 316
Total Claimants - July 2015 20,495 4,174 166 401 388 174 438 75 164 246 174 582 31 545 401 7 380
% Change Since 2008 -13.1% -1.6% 83% -6.0% 49% -3.4% 0.7% -145% -6.8% -5.7% 189% -12.3% 24.0% 1.3% 35% -143% -0.4%
% Change Since 2012 -77.4% -774% -76.7% -76.3% -76.1% -73.6% -78.7% -80.1% -76.9% -79.0% -76.2% -79.3% -79.9% -75.8% -77.5% -84.8% -77.9%

*Analysis based on Unemployment Insurance Claimants data provided by the Arizona Department of Economic Security
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Appendix E: Additional Information Relating to the Housing Profile
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Appendix E-I: Home Sales in Phoenix by Sale Type, 2011 - 2015*
2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 (Jan-Aug)
Qty Sold 96 of Total Qty Sold 9%b of Total Qty Sold 96 of Total Qty Sold 9%b of Total Qty Sold 96 of Total Sales
Sales Sales Sales Sales Sales Change
‘11 -'14

Total Home Sales

All Sales 35,802 31,916 26,971 22,916 17,680 (12,886)
New Home Sales 1,024 2.9% 939 2.9% 1,088 4.0% 986 4.3% 809 4.6% (38)
Normal Resales 6,996 19.5% 12,018 37.7% 16,673 61.8% 16,992 74.1% 13,658 77.3% 9,996
Investor Flips 3,756 10.5% 3,937 12.3% 2,693 10.0% 2,088 9.1% 1,437 8.1% (1,668)
Short Sales & Pre-Foreclosures 5,862 16.4% 6,156 19.3% 2,656 9.8% 895 3.9% 562 3.2% (4,967)
Bank Owned Sales 4,576 12.8% 1,971 6.2% 830 3.1% 771 3.4% 496 2.8% (3,805)
Fannie Mae / Freddie Mac Sales 6,939 19.4% 1,921 6.0% 813 3.0% 497 2.2% 154 0.9% (6,442)
HUD Sales 1,391 3.9% 682 2.1% 507 1.9% 133 0.6% 87 0.5% (1,258)
Foreclosure - Trustee Sold To 5,279 14.7% 4,284 13.4% 1,711 6.3% 769 3.4% 477 2.7% (4,510)

No Bidders at Auction - Reverted 9,918 27.7% 3,435 10.8% 1,621 6.0% 1,051 4.6% 461 2.6% (8,867)

Single Family Home Sales

All Sales 35,802 31,916 26,971 22,916 17,680 (12,886)
New Home Sales 1,024 2.9% 939 2.9% 1,088 4.0% 986 4.3% 809 4.6% (38)
Normal Resales 6,996 19.5% 12,018 37.7% 16,673 61.8% 16,992 74.1% 13,658 77.3% 9,996
Investor Flips 3,756 10.5% 3,937 12.3% 2,693 10.0% 2,088 9.1% 1,437 8.1% (1,668)
Short Sales & Pre-Foreclosures 5,862 16.4% 6,156 19.3% 2,656 9.8% 895 3.9% 562 3.2% (4,967)
Bank Owned Sales 4,576 12.8% 1,971 6.2% 830 3.1% 771 3.4% 496 2.8% (3,805)
Fannie Mae / Freddie Mac Sales 6,939 19.4% 1,921 6.0% 813 3.0% 497 2.2% 154 0.9% (6,442)
HUD Sales 1,391 3.9% 682 2.1% 507 1.9% 133 0.6% 87 0.5% (1,258)
Foreclosure - Trustee Sold To 5,279 14.7% 4,284 13.4% 1,711 6.3% 769 3.4% 477 2.7% (4,510)

No Bidders at Auction - Reverted 9,918 27.7% 3,435 10.8% 1,621 6.0% 1,051 4.6% 461 2.6% (8,867)

Townhouse/ Condominium Sales

All Sales 35,802 31,916 26,971 22,916 17,680 (12,886)
New Home Sales 1,024 2.9% 939 2.9% 1,088 4.0% 986 4.3% 809 4.6% (38)
Normal Resales 6,996 19.5% 12,018 37.7% 16,673 61.8% 16,992 74.1% 13,658 77.3% 9,996
Investor Flips 3,756 10.5% 3,937 12.3% 2,693 10.0% 2,088 9.1% 1,437 8.1% (1,668)
Short Sales & Pre-Foreclosures 5,862 16.4% 6,156 19.3% 2,656 9.8% 895 3.9% 562 3.2% (4,967)
Bank Owned Sales 4,576 12.8% 1,971 6.2% 830 3.1% 771 3.4% 496 2.8% (3,805)
Fannie Mae / Freddie Mac Sales 6,939 19.4% 1,921 6.0% 813 3.0% 497 2.2% 154 0.9% (6,442)
HUD Sales 1,391 3.9% 682 2.1% 507 1.9% 133 0.6% 87 0.5% (1,258)
Foreclosure - Trustee Sold To 5,279 14.7% 4,284 13.4% 1,711 6.3% 769 3.4% 477 2.7% (4,510)

No Bidders at Auction - Reverted 9,918 27.7% 3,435 10.8% 1,621 6.0% 1,051 4.6% 461 2.6% (8,867)

*Source: Arizona State University's Center for Real Estate Theory and Practice, Monthly Report for Greater Phoenix Housing Market, Phoenix data. Sales for 2015 are limited to partial year data (January - August 2015). Analysis does not
include housing data for the areas of Anthem, Laveen, and New River, which are listed separately from the city of Phoenix in ASU's Monthly Reports.
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Appendix E-11: Home Prices in Phoenix by Sale Type, 2011 - 2015*
2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 (Jan-Aug)
Average Median Average Median Average Median Average Median Average Median Average Median
Price Price Price Price Price Price Price Price Price Price Price Price
Change Change
‘11-'14 '11-'14
Single Family Home Prices
All Sales $120,559 $78,308 $154,048 $108,761 $203,779 $151,769 $225,991 $174,219 $240,463 $190,868 87% 122%
New Home Sales $261,428 $231,498 $309,464 $290,092 $353,642 $336,955 $342,791 $302,780 $350,661 $312,634 31% 31%
Normal Resales $184,282 $125,315 $189,800 $131,430 $224,432 $169,958 $241,762 $189,201 $253,450 $205,993 31% 51%
Investor Flips $122,305 $90,565 $140,291 $115,580 $167,098 $131,366 $171,474 $142,705 $174,180 $147,303 40% 58%
Short Sales & Pre-Foreclosures $128,853 $89,979 $131,608 $93,898 $148,773 $116,273 $171,864 $130,157 $188,403 $144,549 33% 45%
Bank Owned Sales $96,520 $60,083 $127,967 $87,657 $160,511 $116,260 $140,829 $109,050 $142,493 $118,652 46% 82%
Fannie Mae / Freddie Mac Sales $89,434 $70,101 $120,635 $101,269 $157,737 $142,513 $152,146 $140,718 $156,053 $143,896 70% 101%
HUD Sales $57,788 $49,879 $78,726 $67,088 $110,585 $100,052 $124,305 $114,607 $109,522 $103,283 115% 130%
Foreclosure - Trustee Sold To $83,127 $54,743 $103,331 $80,121 $124,547 $103,477 $140,556 $107,502 $136,169 $118,811 69% 96%
No Bidders at Auction - Reverted $156,307 $138,911 $191,602 $164,770 $178,661 $153,194 $164,522 $140,105 $209,381 $148,008 5% 1%
Townhouse/ Condominium Prices
All Sales $79,231 $48,471 $94,633 $62,719 $123,384 $94,782 $140,597 $112,173 $152,709 $124,658 1% 131%
New Home Sales $193,671 $174,238 $234,100 $210,069 $253,116 $210,574 $258,894 $217,174 $261,504 $228,337 34% 25%
Normal Resales $100,052 $62,295 $107,192 $75,049 $131,004 $99,705 $144,863 $117,287 $154,468 $124,642 45% 88%
Investor Flips $85,182 $62,471 $98,453 $82,387 $104,107 $85,428 $110,886 $91,639 $108,559 $84,227 30% 47%
Short Sales & Pre-Foreclosures $75,938 $58,638 $83,736 $68,143 $93,473 $80,436 $104,559 $82,172 $102,951 $91,407 38% 40%
Bank Owned Sales $69,894 $46,166 $86,438 $57,078 $94,179 $74,162 $89,695 $67,555 $86,600 $65,291 28% 46%
Fannie Mae / Freddie Mac Sales $57,272 $46,329 $73,913 $60,591 $90,782 $81,834 $91,915 $83,879 $88,398 $80,709 60% 81%
HUD Sales $40,672 $33,622 $56,061 $41,585 $74,371 $64,764 $84,678 $79,314 $77,645 $77,136 108% 136%
Foreclosure - Trustee Sold To $56,862 $43,910 $68,415 $55,835 $87,253 $68,900 $83,626 $75,443 $85,254 $77,717 47% 2%
No Bidders at Auction - Reverted $114,748 $93,525 $120,742 $105,385 $118,035 $99,245 $105,364 $89,839 $134,254 $114,982 -8% -4%

*Source: Arizona State University's Center for Real Estate Theory and Practice, Monthly Report for Greater Phoenix Housing Market, Phoenix data. Sales for 2015 are limited to partial year data (January - August 2015). Analysis does not
include housing data for the areas of Anthem, Laveen, and New River, which are listed separately from the city of Phoenix in ASU's Monthly Report:
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Appendix E-111: Home Sales and Prices by Phoenix Zip Codes, 2005 - 2014*
Median Price
Price Price
Zip 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Change Change
Code Primary Village 2005-2014 2013-2014
85044  Ahwatukee Foothills $280,000 $315,000 $297,000 $242,950 $208,000 $191,000 $160,000 $186,000 $227,000 $237,500 -15% 5%
85045  Ahwatukee Foothills $411,000  $540,000 $474,375 $332,000 $267,000 $265,000  $248,750  $293,500 $331,500 $327,750 -20% -1%
85048 Ahwatukee Foothills $348,900 $385,000 $375,000 $310,000 $250,000 $251,500 $221,000 $260,000  $290,000  $300,000 -14% 3%
85012  Alhambra $360,000 $517,500 $515,000 $442,500 $307,500  $339,000  $278,000  $325,000 $393,500  $459,000 28% 17%
85013  Alhambra $234,000 $266,000 $275,000 $223,000 $136,500 $141,500 $136,500 $163,000 $200,875  $225,450 -4% 12%
85015 Alhambra $170,000  $220,000 $215,000 $147,500 $79,000 $75,000 $65,000 $99,450 $126,000 $147,900 -13% 17%
85017  Alhambra $140,000 $186,850  $189,900 $85,000 $42,000 $45,000 $40,500 $52,500 $75,000 $84,500 -40% 13%
85019  Alhambra $155,000  $200,000  $197,000 $93,000 $51,000 $54,950 $45,000 $63,000 $83,300 $100,000 -35% 20%
85008 Camelback East $169,000 $210,000 $211,000 $155,000 $65,500 $68,000 $65,000 $84,950 $118,000  $125,000 -26% 6%
85014 Camelback East $220,000  $268,000 $255,000 $230,000 $138,000 $132,000 $116,000 $136,500 $190,299  $230,000 5% 21%
85016 Camelback East $239,900 $292,000 $299,950 $235,000 $151,500 $142,700  $132,000 $183,950 $223,000  $239,000 0% 7%
85018 Camelback East $412,000 $459,000 $475,000 $392,000 $310,000 $290,000 $278,000  $356,342  $398,000  $435,000 6% 9%
85003 Central City $350,000 $372,500 $388,000 $285,500 $242,000 $229,950  $204,750  $280,000 $316,000  $347,000 -1% 10%
85004 Central City $220,000  $300,000 $209,000 $265,000 $142,500 $80,000 $167,000 $186,975 $250,000 $234,071 6% -6%
85007 Central City $165,000 $190,000 $185,990 $182,500 $75,000 $130,000 $125,000 $117,125 $135,800 $186,900 13% 38%
85034 Central City $110,000  $125,500 $165,000  $120,000 $42,250 $50,000 $41,500 $47,500 $53,000 $55,000 -50% 4%
85023 Deer Valley $218,000  $250,000 $265,000 $210,200 $128,000 $125,000 $111,000 $137,500 $168,000  $190,000 -13% 13%
85024  Deer Valley $274,000 $301,000 $337,944  $296,897 $190,000 $168,500 $152,000 $177,900 $215,000  $235,000 -14% 9%
85027 Deer Valley $204,000 $235,000 $221,000 $170,000 $107,050  $103,210 $87,000 $113,000 $146,250  $155,000 -24% 6%
85053 Deer Valley $192,000 $225,450 $217,000  $160,000 $96,125 $92,900 $83,750 $110,750  $138,000  $150,000 -22% 9%
85083 Deer Valley $349,510 $394,063 $373,491 $336,000 $251,990 $239,950 $212,945  $255,000 $300,000 $299,950 -14% 0%
85054 Desert View $516,003  $508,500  $525,000 $440,000 $365,000 $339,500  $340,000  $382,500  $405,000  $435,000 -16% 7%
85006 Encanto $163,100  $199,500  $210,000  $140,000 $56,128 $78,500 $65,000 $87,000 $122,000  $130,000 -20% 7%
85009 Estrella $115,000  $155,500 $161,000 $67,000 $40,000 $40,000 $38,000 $49,750 $59,900 $65,062 -43% 9%
85043 Estrella $199,934  $235,000 $222,520 $131,481 $82,500 $85,000 $70,000 $89,900 $120,000  $133,500 -33% 11%
85339 Laveen $240,826  $272,933  $249,838  $196,245 $131,362  $125,000 $105,000  $129,000 $161,020  $175,000 -27% 9%
85031 Maryvale $144,000 $191,000 $184,000 $74,900 $40,000 $43,050 $40,000 $55,281 $79,000 $89,000 -38% 13%
85033 Maryvale $150,000  $195,000  $188,500 $76,750 $43,400 $47,000 $43,000 $60,000 $82,250 $98,000 -35% 19%
85035 Maryvale $140,000  $190,000 $188,000 $70,000 $41,000 $43,000 $40,000 $56,900 $81,300 $103,000 -26% 27%
85037 Maryvale $195,000  $225,000 $222,355  $130,000 $70,000 $74,900 $66,500 $80,000 $113,500  $125,000 -36% 10%
85085 North Gateway $326,792  $447,367  $404,758  $344,750  $260,000  $245,000 $227,000 $256,000 $311,672  $345,500 6% 11%
85086  North Gateway $347,809  $393,624  $350,000 $276,000 $215,000 $206,000  $204,000  $235,000 $260,000  $279,000 -20% 7%
85020  North Mountain $227,000 $275,000 $250,000 $200,000 $135,000 $149,900 $115,000 $139,085 $190,000 $259,135 14% 36%
85021  North Mountain $205,000  $225,000 $272,000 $220,000 $137,000 $110,000 $111,650 $160,000 $192,950  $210,500 3% 9%
85029  North Mountain $180,000  $218,500  $210,000  $139,275 $78,775 $81,500 $67,160 $95,000 $130,000  $139,000 -23% 7%
85051  North Mountain $168,000  $205,000 $200,950  $127,957 $63,250 $75,000 $58,000 $80,000 $118,000  $124,000 -26% 5%

* Source: http://www.azcentral.com/realestate/homevalues/homevalues.php, compiled from The Information Market
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Price Price
Zip 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Change Change

Code Primary Village 2005-2014 2013-2014
85022 Paradise Valley $262,000  $305,000 $299,500 $220,000 $172,000 $162,750  $138,000 $170,000 $213,000  $225,000 -55% -43%
85028 Paradise Valley $333,000  $380,000 $375,000 $315,000 $217,000 $225,000 $194,500  $230,000 $280,500  $295,000 -49% -39%
85032 Paradise Valley $232,000 $259,514 $255,000 $210,000 $136,750 $120,000 $110,000 $142,000 $181,450  $200,000 -58% -44%
85050 Paradise Valley $381,000  $468,000 $375,000 $335,000 $276,000 $261,000 $220,000 $261,426  $305,000 $284,500 -53% -30%
85087 Rio Vista $365,731  $388,563  $380,000 $304,972  $225,000 $216,500  $195,500 $261,000 $281,875  $288,500 -50% -31%
85040  South Mountain $144,000 $199,900 $200,000 $121,000 $62,500 $69,000 $58,000 $59,900 $89,000 $95,000 -71% -70%
85041  South Mountain $193,716  $240,000 $220,000 $161,500 $99,000 $95,000 $80,000 $96,000 $125,050  $145,000 -67% -56%
85042  South Mountain $199,073  $220,000 $227,000  $186,000 $95,000 $106,000 $104,250 $115,840 $143,700  $151,500 -53% -49%
85254  Desert View $455,000 $525,000 $480,000 $380,000 $310,000 $290,000 $275,000 $310,000 $365,000  $390,000 -48% -35%
85310 Deer Valley $314,946  $403,476  $350,000 $241,000 $184,900 $170,000 $159,450  $185,000 $232,250  $235,000 -60% -47%
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Existing Home Sales
Sales Change Sales Change
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014  2005-2014  2013-2014
Zip Code Primary Village

85044 Ahwatukee Foothills 1,065 672 471 448 409 468 575 642 624 609 -43% -2%
85045 Ahwatukee Foothills 331 239 217 156 139 155 188 238 192 155 -53% -19%
85048 Ahwatukee Foothills 1,172 724 521 471 493 534 617 634 723 606 -48% -16%
85012 Alhambra 126 73 61 48 57 65 59 90 87 82 -35% -6%
85013 Alhambra 406 295 204 143 205 227 300 298 288 335 -17% 16%
85015 Alhambra 662 436 272 220 377 332 366 418 426 417 -37% -2%
85017 Alhambra 786 635 248 265 545 349 325 391 287 368 -53% 28%
85019 Alhambra 736 520 253 249 544 389 419 394 343 374 -49% 9%

85008 Camelback East 731 558 312 246 465 369 401 454 439 438 -40% 0%

85014 Camelback East 445 285 174 175 212 226 244 279 300 314 -29% 5%

85016 Camelback East 771 429 346 267 363 374 443 480 542 513 -33% -5%
85018 Camelback East 995 585 535 362 375 489 602 744 833 699 -30% -16%
85003 Central City 147 94 84 44 65 62 72 87 80 76 -48% -5%
85004 Central City 62 34 31 15 17 11 20 18 35 22 -65% -37%
85007 Central City 395 297 159 119 153 125 136 181 231 209 -47% -10%
85034 Central City 80 50 32 19 18 25 12 21 21 21 -14% 0%

85023 Deer Valley 874 528 354 296 444 421 549 562 506 457 -48% -10%
85024 Deer Valley 853 533 559 293 395 424 503 530 502 455 -47% -9%
85027 Deer Valley 1,214 789 497 424 566 598 713 615 558 563 -54% 1%

85053 Deer Valley 893 591 361 306 506 469 508 540 489 419 -53% -14%
85083 Deer Valley 362 165 204 270 377 442 468 420 452 398 10% -12%
85054 Desert View 111 64 65 39 67 60 67 60 61 47 -58% -23%
85006 Encanto 591 421 243 168 294 275 295 339 332 336 -43% 1%

85009 Estrella 801 750 367 264 370 218 198 324 390 423 -47% 8%

85043 Estrella 1,095 1,041 481 571 1,173 640 780 721 510 462 -58% -9%
85339 Laveen 878 917 639 574 1,208 1,266 1,404 1,039 895 753 -14% -16%
85031 Maryvale 811 607 251 311 652 436 440 514 372 324 -60% -13%
85033 Maryvale 1,663 1,228 487 594 1,420 844 857 924 797 637 -62% -20%
85035 Maryvale 1,046 823 388 424 933 533 653 667 544 446 -57% -18%
85037 Maryvale 2,021 1,311 823 816 1,880 1,141 1,168 1,032 795 773 -62% -3%
85085 North Gateway 595 496 328 293 502 520 483 461 478 360 -39% -25%
85086 North Gateway 2,227 1,198 801 1,077 1,394 1,337 1,299 1,308 1,243 1,001 -55% -19%
85020 North Mountain 722 477 328 230 313 331 371 428 406 416 -42% 2%

85021 North Mountain 626 406 294 232 298 297 362 386 401 409 -35% 2%

85029 North Mountain 1,167 759 462 378 737 673 722 737 615 596 -49% -3%
85051 North Mountain 1,211 894 407 404 780 594 701 696 643 588 -51% -9%
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Sales Change Sales Change

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2005-2014  2013-2014
Zip Code Primary Village
85022  Paradise Valley 1,100 659 476 386 489 482 633 664 600 626 -4% 39%
85028  Paradise Valley 547 397 280 201 272 326 370 439 481 440 1% 57%
85032  Paradise Valley 1,833 1,161 758 624 886 908 1,142 1,147 992 1,041 -2% 51%
85050  Paradise Valley 1,067 724 649 374 436 458 583 607 591 613 -19% -6%
85087  Rio Vista 219 330 299 132 250 203 220 190 184 153 -33% -36%
85040  South Mountain 722 601 284 224 406 325 316 372 293 325 -47% 31%
85041  South Mountain 2,108 1,351 782 714 1,352 1,046 1,235 1,087 894 873 -9% 39%
85042  South Mountain 1,082 755 448 361 654 534 622 593 526 535 -18% 32%
85254  Desert View 1,413 911 658 553 648 747 836 1,005 999 849 -8% 53%
85310  Deer Valley 1,101 657 373 251 366 411 500 505 467 388 -24% 35%
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New Home Sales
Sales Sales

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Change Change
2005-2014 2013-2014

Zip Code Primary Village
85044 Ahwatukee Foothills 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 200%
85045 Ahwatukee Foothills 86 41 19 45 46 12 0 0 0 5 -94%
85048 Ahwatukee Foothills 0 8 0 1 1 0 0 0 18 37 106%
85012 Alhambra 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 4 300% 300%
85013 Alhambra 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 11 2 17 750%
85015 Alhambra 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 -100% -100%
85017 Alhambra 14 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -100%
85019 Alhambra 1 6 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 -100%
85008 Camelback East 15 6 7 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 -100%
85014 Camelback East 1 0 2 0 1 2 1 0 3 0 -100% -100%
85016 Camelback East 14 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 15 9 -36% -40%
85018 Camelback East 0 9 8 0 0 1 2 12 24 27 13%
85003 Central City 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
85004 Central City 1 1 2 0 0 0 2 0 3 6 500% 100%
85007 Central City 12 10 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 -100%
85034 Central City 4 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 -100%
85023 Deer Valley 6 17 238 117 72 27 19 35 1 1 -83% 0%
85024 Deer Valley 65 6 209 247 3 13 22 5 3 2 -97% -33%
85027 Deer Valley 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
85053 Deer Valley 45 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 -100% -100%
85083 Deer Valley 100 140 459 319 193 170 105 159 130 12 -88% -91%
85054 Desert View 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
85006 Encanto 2 0 1 0 0 5 0 0 2 1 -50% -50%
85009 Estrella 17 12 6 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 -94%
85043 Estrella 595 487 110 122 57 37 26 28 32 52 -91% 63%
85339 Laveen 1,907 2,210 1,330 659 318 221 110 179 141 175 -91% 24%
85031 Maryvale 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
85033 Maryvale 7 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 -100%
85035 Maryvale 0 10 5 53 29 0 0 0 113 123 9%
85037 Maryvale 400 140 321 64 71 30 52 3 0 0 -100%
85085 North Gateway 996 727 649 267 161 169 87 130 203 155 -84% -24%
85086 North Gateway 1,332 715 166 67 29 10 20 36 12 30 -98% 150%
85020 North Mountain 15 6 2 2 0 0 0 0 2 26 73% 1200%
85021 North Mountain 11 0 5 7 1 0 0 1 2 3 -73% 50%
85029 North Mountain 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 3 0 0
85051 North Mountain 1 0 1 1 1 2 0 0 0 3 200%
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Sales Sales
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Change Change
Zip Code Primary Village 2005-2014 2013-2014

85022 Paradise Valley 19 0 4 0 0 0 0 3 13 31 -25%
85028 Paradise Valley 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
85032 Paradise Valley 16 14 0 2 0 2 0 1 4 110 -100%
85050 Paradise Valley 100 75 329 207 169 160 131 187 149 19 75% -43%
85087 Rio Vista 21 135 84 110 50 41 33 52 52 47 -76% -38%
85040 South Mountain 105 156 113 12 19 5 0 0 42 1 -100% -100%
85041 South Mountain 1,349 474 486 202 135 100 91 95 30 154 -81% -80%
85042 South Mountain 207 33 36 74 66 45 106 119 77 24 221% 231%
85254 Desert View 4 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -100%
85310 Deer Valley 79 414 96 4 17 0 0 8 5 6 -100% -92%
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Total Home Sales
Sales Sales
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Change Change

Zip Code Primary Village 2005-2014 2013-2014

85044 Ahwatukee Foothills 1,066 673 471 448 409 468 575 642 624 612 -43% -2%
85045 Ahwatukee Foothills 417 280 236 201 185 167 188 238 192 160 -62% -17%
85048 Ahwatukee Foothills 1,172 732 521 472 494 534 617 634 741 643 -45% -13%
85012 Alhambra 127 74 61 48 58 65 59 90 88 86 -32% -2%
85013 Alhambra 406 295 204 143 205 228 301 309 290 352 -13% 21%
85015 Alhambra 663 436 272 220 377 332 366 418 427 417 -37% -2%
85017 Alhambra 800 635 249 265 545 349 325 391 287 368 -54% 28%
85019 Alhambra 737 526 253 250 545 390 419 394 343 374 -49% 9%

85008 Camelback East 746 564 319 246 467 369 402 454 439 438 -41% 0%

85014 Camelback East 446 285 176 175 213 228 245 279 303 314 -30% 4%

85016 Camelback East 785 430 346 267 364 374 444 480 557 522 -34% -6%
85018 Camelback East 995 594 543 362 375 490 604 756 857 726 -27% -15%
85003 Central City 147 94 84 44 65 62 72 87 80 76 -48% -5%
85004 Central City 63 35 33 15 17 11 22 18 38 28 -56% -26%
85007 Central City 407 307 159 120 153 125 136 182 231 209 -49% -10%
85034 Central City 84 51 33 20 18 25 12 21 21 21 -715% 0%

85023 Deer Valley 880 545 592 413 516 448 568 597 507 458 -48% -10%
85024 Deer Valley 918 539 768 540 398 437 525 535 505 457 -50% -10%
85027 Deer Valley 1,214 789 497 424 566 598 713 615 558 564 -54% 1%

85053 Deer Valley 938 592 361 306 506 469 508 540 491 419 -55% -15%
85083 Deer Valley 462 305 663 589 570 612 573 579 582 410 -11% -30%
85054 Desert View 111 64 65 39 67 60 67 60 61 47 -58% -23%
85006 Encanto 593 421 244 168 294 280 295 339 334 337 -43% 1%

85009 Estrella 818 762 373 264 371 219 198 324 390 424 -48% 9%

85043 Estrella 1,690 1,528 591 693 1,230 677 806 749 542 514 -70% -5%
85339 Laveen 2,785 3,127 1,969 1,233 1,526 1,487 1,514 1,218 1,036 928 -67% -10%
85031 Maryvale 811 607 251 311 652 436 440 514 372 324 -60% -13%
85033 Maryvale 1,670 1,228 487 596 1,421 844 857 924 797 637 -62% -20%
85035 Maryvale 1,046 833 393 477 962 533 653 667 657 569 -46% -13%
85037 Maryvale 2,421 1,451 1,144 880 1,951 1,171 1,220 1,035 795 773 -68% -3%
85085 North Gateway 1,591 1,223 977 560 663 689 570 591 681 515 -68% -24%
85086 North Gateway 3,559 1,913 967 1,144 1,423 1,347 1,319 1,344 1,255 1,031 -11% -18%
85020 North Mountain 737 483 330 232 313 331 371 428 408 442 -40% 8%

85021 North Mountain 637 406 299 239 299 297 362 387 403 412 -35% 2%

85029 North Mountain 1,167 759 462 378 738 675 722 740 615 596 -49% -3%
85051 North Mountain 1,212 894 408 405 781 596 701 696 643 591 -51% -8%
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Sales Sales
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 Change Change
Zip Code Primary Village 2005-2014 2013-2014
85022 Paradise Valley 1,119 659 480 386 489 482 633 667 613 657 -4% 39%
85028 Paradise Valley 549 397 280 201 272 326 370 439 481 441 -1% 57%
85032 Paradise Valley 1,849 1,175 758 626 886 910 1,142 1,148 996 1,151 -3% 51%
85050 Paradise Valley 1,167 799 978 581 605 618 714 794 740 632 -11% -19%
85087 Rio Vista 240 465 383 242 300 244 253 242 236 200 -46% -371%
85040 South Mountain 827 757 397 236 425 330 316 372 335 326 -58% -6%
85041 South Mountain 3,457 1,825 1,268 916 1,487 1,146 1,326 1,182 924 1,027 -271% -1%
85042 South Mountain 1,289 788 484 435 720 579 728 712 603 559 -8% 47%
85254 Desert View 1,417 916 658 553 648 747 836 1,005 999 849 -9% 53%
85310 Deer Valley 1,180 1,071 469 255 383 411 500 513 472 394 -53% 9%
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Appendix E-1V: Fair Market Rents in Phoenix, 2000 - 2016*
Year Fair Market Rent (40th Percentile Including Utilities) Hourly Wage Necessary (Using 30%b of Gross Income Standard)
0 Bedrooms 1 Bedrooms 2 Bedrooms 3 Bedrooms 4 Bedrooms 0 Bedrooms 1 Bedrooms 2 Bedrooms 3 Bedrooms 4 Bedrooms
2000 $422 $512 $642 $893 $1,052 $8.12 $9.85 $12.35 $17.17 $20.23
2001 $449 $544 $683 $950 $1,119 $8.63 $10.46 $13.13 $18.27 $21.52
2002 $500 $605 $760 $1,057 $1,245 $9.62 $11.63 $14.62 $20.33 $23.94
2003 $530 $641 $806 $1,121 $1,320 $10.19 $12.33 $15.50 $21.56 $25.38
2004 $549 $664 $835 $1,161 $1,367 $10.56 $12.77 $16.06 $22.33 $26.29
2005 $578 $677 $817 $1,190 $1,420 $11.12 $13.02 $15.71 $22.88 $27.31
2006 $544 $638 $770 $1,122 $1,338 $10.46 $12.27 $14.81 $21.58 $25.73
2007 $553 $648 $782 $1,139 $1,359 $10.63 $12.46 $15.04 $21.90 $26.13
2008 $609 $715 $862 $1,256 $1,498 $11.71 $13.75 $16.58 $24.15 $28.81
2009 $624 $727 $877 $1,277 $1,495 $12.00 $13.98 $16.87 $24.56 $28.75
2010 $654 $762 $919 $1,338 $1,567 $12.58 $14.65 $17.67 $25.73 $30.13
2011 $666 $776 $936 $1,363 $1,596 $12.81 $14.92 $18.00 $26.21 $30.69
2012 $619 $721 $870 $1,267 $1,483 $11.90 $13.87 $16.73 $24.37 $28.52
2013 $593 $748 $925 $1,363 $1,592 $11.40 $14.38 $17.79 $26.21 $30.62
2014 $614 $774 $957 $1,410 $1,647 $11.81 $14.88 $18.40 $27.12 $31.67
2015 $582 $735 $908 $1,338 $1,563 $11.19 $14.13 $17.46 $25.73 $30.06
2016 $589 $726 $903 $1,316 $1,540 $11.33 $13.96 $17.37 $25.31 $29.62

* Source: U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development. http://www.huduser.org/portal/datasets/fmr.html.
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Appendix E-V: Residents in Owner-Occupied/Rental Homes by Village
© X (ORI © x T D s D £ o « c o £ > £ c Q> ! £ c
c = 0 = = (SR o = o [TR) 1= = Q < £ C fulir] v o 2 =3
S 5 <& € 84 €0 43 325 @ 2 g 2 Sz sg T3 £ 3¢2
N 0 = 0 < o) 9} > o ) k7 ®© > z B Z 35 s> 0 s
e < g o P~ = o LICJ w | < © ) I o 1)
< o E2E 3 < = O = o o =
< (@]
Total Residents™ 6,413,649 1,477,935 78,958 131,654 135955 50,449 165,931 47,077 54,297 77,767 52,360 215511 15,690 162,785 172,108 3,198 114,193
Home Ownership
Owner-Occupied 4,040,616 803,033 54,099 59,251 63,659 14,621 105430 34,702 22,924 41574 34,478 100,631 10,855 84,232 111,984 2,215 62,379
% of Total 63.0% 543% 685% 450% 46.8% 29.0% 635% 73.7% 422% 535% 658% 46.7% 69.2% 51.7% 65.1% 69.3% 54.6%
Renter-Occupied 2,373,033 674,902 24,859 72,404 72,296 35828 60,502 12,375 31,373 36,193 17,881 114,881 4,835 78553 60,124 983 51,815
% of Total 37.0% 457% 315% 55.0% 532% 71.0% 365% 263% 57.8% 465% 342% 533% 30.8% 483% 349% 30.7% 45.4%

*Totals for occupied housing imply a Phoenix population of 1,477,935 compared to the 1,511,330 person estimate for other tables; a similar difference exists in the statewide total.
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Appendix F: Additional Information Relating to the Public Safety

Profile*
Appendix Title Page
Appendix F-I Crime in the City of Phoenix, Arizona, and United States, 2000 - 2014 F-2
Appendix F-11 Crime Reports by Village, 2015 F-5

*Annual summaries in Appendix F-I are taken from the Federal Bureau of Investigation’s Uniform
Crime Reporting Statistics. Since this data is not reported at the zip code level, village estimates in
Appendix F-I1 are taken from RAIDS Online crime report tracking database. Report classifications
vary between the two data sets so information from the two cannot be compared.
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PHOENIX - Number of Offenses Reported™
2000 1,321,045 9,754 152 422 3,763 5,417 87,744 15,860 52,418 19,466
2001 1,366,542 10,532 209 400 4,629 5,294 94,443 16,673 55,190 22,580
2002 1,404,938 10,223 177 410 4,075 5,561 99,693 16,855 57,214 25,624
2003 1,403,228 9,722 241 526 3,676 5,279 97,823 17,104 55,068 25,651
2004 1,428,973 9,465 202 490 3,723 5,050 94,406 16,496 53,041 24,869
2005 1,466,296 10,691 220 533 4,237 5,701 93,328 16,255 52,537 24,536
2006 1,517,443 11,195 235 550 4,363 6,047 90,050 16,150 49,811 24,089
2007 1,541,698 11,158 212 509 4,942 5,495 89,825 19,212 49,754 20,859
2008 1,585,838 10,465 167 481 4,825 4,992 82,689 18,783 48,685 15,221
2009 1,597,397 8,730 122 522 3,757 4,329 65,617 16,281 39,643 9,693
2010 1,445,632 8,001 116 522 3,250 4,113 61,415 15,626 38,012 7,777
2011 1,466,097 8,089 116 559 3,324 4,090 64,479 18,666 38,258 7,555
2012 1,485,509 9,458 123 556 3,516 5,263 60,777 17,912 35,678 7,187
2013 1,502,139 9,492 118 635 3,233 5,506 60,085 16,747 36,983 6,355
2014 1,529,852 8,749 114 1,006 2,952 4,677 56,977 14,316 35,461 7,200
PHOENIX - Crime rate per 100,000 population
2000 1,321,045 738 12 32 285 410 6,642 1,201 3,968 1,474
2001 1,366,542 771 15 29 339 387 6,911 1,220 4,039 1,652
2002 1,404,938 728 13 29 290 396 7,096 1,200 4,072 1,824
2003 1,403,228 693 17 37 262 376 6,971 1,219 3,924 1,828
2004 1,428,973 662 14 34 261 353 6,607 1,154 3,712 1,740
2005 1,466,296 729 15 36 289 389 6,365 1,109 3,583 1,673
2006 1,517,443 738 15 36 288 398 5,934 1,064 3,283 1,587
2007 1,541,698 724 14 33 321 356 5,826 1,246 3,227 1,353
2008 1,585,838 660 11 30 304 315 5,214 1,184 3,070 960
2009 1,597,397 547 8 33 235 271 4,108 1,019 2,482 607
2010 1,445,632 553 8 36 225 285 4,248 1,081 2,629 538
2011 1,466,097 552 8 38 227 279 4,398 1,273 2,610 515
2012 1,485,509 637 8 37 237 354 4,091 1,206 2,402 484
2013 1,502,139 632 8 42 215 367 4,000 1,115 2,462 423
2014 1,529,852 572 7 66 193 306 3,724 936 2,318 471

* Source: FBI Uniform Crime Reporting Statistics at http://www.fbi.gov/about-us/cjis/ucr/crime-in-the-u.s/2014/crime-in-the-u.s.-2014/tables/table-8.
Accessed October 15, 2015.
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ARIZONA - Number of Offenses Reported*
2000 5,130,632 27,281 359 1,577 7,504 17,841 271,811 51,902 176,705 43,204
2001 5,307,331 28,675 400 1,518 8,868 17,889 293,874 54,821 186,850 52,203
2002 5,456,453 30,171 387 1,608 8,000 20,176 318,296 59,087 201,541 57,668
2003 5,580,811 28,638 441 1,856 7,619 18,722 314,335 58,613 198,725 56,997
2004 5,743,834 28,952 414 1,896 7,721 18,921 306,747 56,885 194,556 55,306
2005 5,939,292 30,478 445 2,006 8,579 19,448 287,345 56,328 176,112 54,905
2006 6,166,318 30,916 465 1,941 9,226 19,284 285,370 57,055 173,466 54,849
2007 6,338,755 30,600 468 1,856 9,618 18,658 279,794 57,825 173,580 48,389
2008 6,500,180 29,059 407 1,673 9,697 17,282 278,920 56,481 185,221 37,218
2009 6,595,778 26,929 354 2,110 8,099 16,366 234,582 53,412 155,184 25,986
2010 6,392,017 26,085 409 2,165 6,937 16,574 225,893 50,771 153,614 21,508
2011 6,482,505 26,311 405 2,264 7,127 16,515 230,422 54,929 155,664 19,829
2012 6,553,255 28,108 358 2,277 7,386 18,087 231,930 52,934 159,838 19,158
2013 6,626,624 27,599 357 2,343 6,702 17,490 225,243 48,533 159,272 17,438
2014 6,731,484 26,916 319 2,464 6,249 16,970 215,240 43,562 154,091 17,587
ARIZONA - Crime rate per 100,000 population
2000 5,130,632 532 7 31 146 348 5,298 1,012 3,444 842
2001 5,307,331 540 8 29 167 337 5,537 1,033 3,521 984
2002 5,456,453 553 7 29 147 370 5,833 1,083 3,694 1,057
2003 5,580,811 513 8 33 137 335 5,632 1,050 3,561 1,021
2004 5,743,834 504 7 33 134 329 5,340 990 3,387 963
2005 5,939,292 513 7 34 144 327 4,838 948 2,965 924
2006 6,166,318 501 8 31 150 313 4,628 925 2,813 889
2007 6,338,755 483 7 29 152 294 4,414 912 2,738 763
2008 6,500,180 447 6 26 149 266 4,291 869 2,849 573
2009 6,595,778 408 5 32 123 248 3,557 810 2,353 394
2010 6,392,017 408 6 34 109 259 3,534 794 2,403 336
2011 6,482,505 406 6 35 110 255 3,555 847 2,401 306
2012 6,553,255 429 6 35 113 276 3,539 808 2,439 292
2013 6,626,624 417 5 35 101 264 3,399 732 2,404 263
2014 6,731,484 400 5 37 93 252 3,198 647 2,289 261

* Source: FBI Uniform Crime Reporting Statistics at http://www.fbi.gov/about-us/cjis/ucr/crime-in-the-u.s/2014/crime-in-the-u.s.-2014/tables/table-5.
Accessed October 15, 2015.
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UNITED STATES - Number of Offenses Reported*
2000 281,421,906 1,425,486 15,586 90,178 408,016 911,706 10,182,584 2,050,992 6,971,590 1,160,002
2001 285,317,559 1,439,480 16,037 90,863 423,557 909,023 10,437,189 2,116,531 7,092,267 1,228,391
2002 287,973,924 1,423,677 16,229 95,235 420,806 891,407 10,455,277 2,151,252 7,057,379 1,246,646
2003 290,788,976 1,383,676 16,528 93,883 414,235 859,030 10,442,862 2,154,834 7,026,802 1,261,226
2004 293,656,842 1,360,088 16,148 95,089 401,470 847,381 10,319,386 2,144,446 6,937,089 1,237,851
2005 296,507,061 1,390,745 16,740 94,347 417,438 862,220 10,174,754 2,155,448 6,783,447 1,235,859
2006 299,398,484 1,435,123 17,309 94,472 449,246 874,096 10,019,601 2,194,993 6,626,363 1,198,245
2007 301,621,157 1,422,970 17,128 92,160 447,324 866,358 9,882,212 2,190,198 6,591,542 1,100,472
2008 304,059,724 1,394,461 16,465 90,750 443,563 843,683 9,774,152 2,228,887 6,586,206 959,059
2009 307,006,550 1,325,896 15,399 89,241 408,742 812,514 9,337,060 2,203,313 6,338,095 795,652
2010 309,330,219 1,251,248 14,722 85,593 369,089 781,844 9,112,625 2,168,459 6,204,601 739,565
2011 311,587,816 1,206,005 14,661 84,175 354,746 752,423 9,052,743 2,185,140 6,151,095 716,508
2012 313,873,685 1,217,057 14,856 85,141 355,051 762,009 9,001,992 2,109,932 6,168,874 723,186
2013 316,497,531 1,168,298 14,319 82,109 345,093 726,777 8,651,892 1,932,139 6,019,465 700,288
2014 318,857,056 1,165,383 14,249 84,041 325,802 741,291 8,277,829 1,729,806 5,858,496 689,527
UNITED STATES - Crime rate per 100,000 population
2000 281,421,906 507 6 32 145 324 3,618 729 2,477 412
2001 285,317,559 505 6 32 149 319 3,658 742 2,486 431
2002 287,973,924 494 6 33 146 310 3,631 747 2,451 433
2003 290,788,976 476 6 32 143 295 3,591 741 2,417 434
2004 293,656,842 463 6 32 137 289 3,514 730 2,362 422
2005 296,507,061 469 6 32 141 291 3,432 727 2,288 417
2006 299,398,484 479 6 32 150 292 3,347 733 2,213 400
2007 301,621,157 472 6 31 148 287 3,276 726 2,185 365
2008 304,059,724 459 5 30 146 278 3,215 733 2,166 315
2009 307,006,550 432 5 29 133 265 3,041 718 2,065 259
2010 309,330,219 405 5 28 119 253 2,946 701 2,006 239
2011 311,587,816 387 5 27 114 242 2,905 701 1,974 230
2012 313,873,685 388 5 27 113 243 2,868 672 1,965 230
2013 316,497,531 369 5 26 109 230 2,734 611 1,902 221
2014 318,857,056 366 5 26 102 233 2,596 543 1,837 216

* Source: FBI Uniform Crime Reporting Statistics at http://www.fbi.gov/about-us/cjis/ucr/crime-in-the-u.s/2014/crime-in-the-u.s.-2014/tables/table-1.
Accessed October 15, 2015.
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Total Residents 1,511,330 79,077 133,161 136,723 54,761 173,111 50,948 54,919 83,263 52,534 217,315 17,015 164,329 173,762 5,545 114,867
Total Crimes by Type*
Violent Crime
Homicide 119 1 19 8 15 6 0 7 7 1 21 1 15 3 0 13
Sexual Assault 776 18 94 74 85 62 8 55 35 24 134 6 105 25 2 48
Robbery 2,902 43 517 236 301 140 11 187 164 71 554 7 352 92 1 226
Aggravated Assault 4,166 71 611 326 440 283 25 257 275 101 753 25 470 186 6 338
Property Crime
Burglary 12,598 299 1,739 1541 652 956 157 699 912 434 1,836 92 1,476 804 24 978
Theft/Larceny 31,831 1,004 4378 3,480 2,183 2,984 434 1678 1636 1,029 3,962 235 4,014 2,260 66 2,486
Motor Vehicle Theft 7,452 124 958 585 510 518 45 374 519 271 1,541 39 889 280 9 791
Arson 221 4 24 18 19 16 2 20 22 6 23 1 19 21 0 24
Other Crime
Simple Assault 12,128 283 1560 1,138 1,358 948 99 757 743 289 1,813 74 1,441 659 22 943
Disorderly Conduct 3,156 92 369 285 342 291 31 188 183 73 481 28 331 182 7 273
DUI 4,070 78 550 501 421 431 80 251 191 36 449 28 482 319 7 246
Drug Offenses 7,622 92 1,048 614 852 763 42 589 421 85 1,070 29 1,157 377 6 478
Fraud 6,324 307 598 759 448 717 124 287 282 129 749 63 826 613 21 400
Liquor Offenses 768 14 165 41 227 20 4 84 19 7 83 2 45 32 0 24
Sex Offenses 1,940 36 344 132 261 135 16 153 102 54 268 11 221 113 3 92
Weapons Offenses 1,088 12 149 69 89 87 8 53 91 19 227 4 140 30 0 109
Other-Criminal 9,671 221 1,267 855 1,305 815 101 608 599 200 1,243 61 1,247 563 21 567
Other-Non-Criminal 21,602 576 2559 1924 2,894 1,784 209 1,359 1,301 492 2,852 151 2,579 1,306 51 1,563

*Source: http://www.raidsonline.com/gridstat/, calendar year 2015 data by police department beat, retrieved on February 13, 2016. Classifications may not be equivalent to data reported to

and by the FBI.
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Calculated Crime Rates (per 100,000 Residents)
Violent Crime
Homicide 8 2 15 6 28 3 1 13 9 2 9 5 9 2 7 11
Sexual Assault 51 22 70 54 155 36 16 100 42 47 62 34 64 14 36 42
Robbery 192 55 388 172 549 81 22 341 197 135 255 39 214 53 15 197
Aggravated Assault 276 90 459 238 803 164 50 468 330 192 346 147 286 107 102 294
Property Crime
Burglary 834 378 1,306 1,127 1,190 552 308 1,272 1,095 827 845 542 898 463 428 852
Theft/Larceny 2,106 1,270 3,288 2545 3,987 1,724 852 3,066 1965 1,959 1,823 1,384 2443 1301 1,190 2,165
Motor Vehicle Theft 493 157 720 428 931 299 88 681 624 516 709 232 541 161 160 688
Arson 15 5 18 13 36 9 5 36 26 11 11 6 12 12 0 21
Village Ranks of Calculated Crime Rates (per 100,000 Residents)
Violent Crime
Homicide 13 2 9 1 11 15 3 7 12 5 10 6 14 8 4
Sexual Assault 13 3 6 1 11 14 2 8 7 5 12 4 15 10 9
Robbery 11 2 8 1 10 14 3 6 9 4 13 5 12 15 7
Aggravated Assault 14 3 8 1 10 15 2 5 9 4 11 7 12 13 6
Property Crime
Burglary 14 1 4 3 10 15 2 5 9 8 11 6 12 13 7
Theft/Larceny 13 2 4 1 10 15 3 7 8 9 11 5 12 14 6
Motor Vehicle Theft 14 2 9 1 10 15 5 6 8 3 11 7 12 13 4
Arson 13 5 6 2 11 14 1 3 9 10 12 8 7 15 4
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Appendix G-1: Select State and Federal Assistance Program Caseloads by Village
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Total Residents 6,531,521 1,511,330 79,077 133,161 136,723 54,761 173,111 50,948 54,919 83,263 52,534 217,315 17,015 164,329 173,762 5,545 114,867
Total Households 2,376,464 528,307 31,269 45,224 59,154 17,888 65,699 19,512 23,002 21,025 14,421 58,154 6,110 62,893 68,098 1,579 34,279
Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP, formerly Food Stamps)
Households - July 2008 272,205 75,928 649 10,363 7,416 6,725 3,818 367 4563 5060 1,926 14,057 79 8,184 4,020 19 8,682
Households - July 2012 481,885 135607 1,560 17,425 12,788 10,566 7,480 792 7,261 8,341 4,342 25,382 199 15,729 7,531 32 16,179
Households - July 2013 475,180 133,959 1491 17,491 12,107 10,338 7,411 825 6,978 8,337 4,467 24,907 197 15,957 7,640 32 15,782
Households - July 2014 457,613 126,374 1,437 16,785 11,217 9,772 7,093 747 6,539 8,040 4,281 23,628 183 15,207 7,039 29 14,379
Households - July 2015 442,082 122,695 1,402 16,609 10,718 9,722 6,788 678 6473 7,800 4,187 23,132 173 14,885 6,470 32 13,627
% Change Since 2008 62.4% 61.6% 116.1% 60.3% 445% 446% 77.8% 84.7% 41.8% 541% 117.4% 64.6% 119.0% 819% 61.0% 69.6% 57.0%
% Change Since 2012 -8.3% -95%  -101% -47% -162% -8.0% -93% -144% -109% -65% -3.6% -89% -13.2% -54% -141% 25% -15.8%
Women, Infants, and Children (WIC)
Total Served - FY 2009 340,113 178,872 1,312 22,892 14,881 11,393 6,214 536 7,974 16,095 5,648 46,146 180 15,749 7,261 6 22,586
Total Served - FY 2011 331,178 171,529 1519 21,740 14,384 10,300 6,499 562 7,317 15,093 6,048 43,764 252 15,491 6,844 6 21,709
Total Served - FY 2012 306,023 97,486 863 11,937 7,670 5532 4,028 361 3866 8,694 3,823 25,138 152 8,826 4,149 4 12,444
Total Served - FY 2013 298,182 94,671 812 11,653 7,415 5316 4,090 334 3,694 8,538 3,847 24,127 154 8,699 4,024 4 11,964
Total Served - FY 2014 203,911 64,250 591 7,949 4,981 3540 2,926 242 2490 5749 2613 16,259 96 6,114 2,791 3 7,906
% Change Since 2009 -40.0% -64.1% -54.9% -65.3% -66.5% -68.9% -52.9% -54.9% -68.8% -64.3% -53.7% -64.8% -46.7% -61.2% -61.6% -55.2% -65.0%
9% Change Since 2011 -38.4% -625% -61.1% -63.4% -65.4% -65.6% -55.0% -57.0% -66.0% -61.9% -56.8% -62.8% -61.9% -60.5% -59.2% -55.6% -63.6%
Temporary Assistance for Needy Families (TANF) Cash Assistance
Households - July 2008 36,614 12,003 74 1,668 1,128 1,118 413 36 739 937 410 2,419 5 1122 394 1 1540
Households - July 2012 17,636 5,997 56 897 547 369 247 19 302 436 254 1,239 4 660 227 1 740
Households - July 2013 15,744 5,079 58 769 438 279 230 13 228 367 199 1,081 6 593 194 1 623
Households - July 2014 12,690 3,795 47 568 292 218 175 13 170 272 171 797 4 446 144 0 477
Households - July 2015 10,456 3,201 28 466 250 203 142 11 146 224 160 712 3 386 114 0 357
% Change Since 2008 -71.4% -73.3%  -61.8% -72.1% -77.9% -81.9% -65.7% -69.3% -80.3% -76.0% -61.0% -70.6% -39.8% -65.6% -71.0% -57.9% -76.8%
9% Change Since 2012 -40.7% -46.6%  -49.2% -48.1% -54.4% -45.0% -42.6% -40.8% -51.7% -485% -37.2% -425% -22.7% -41.6% -49.8% -38.3% -51.7%
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Child Care Providers
Total Providers - Oct. 1, 2012 2,533 577 39 57 58 35 45 14 33 26 17 49 3 66 81 0 60
Slots - Oct. 1, 2012 227,312 60,477 5,702 4,762 6,352 4,502 5,750 2,184 3,300 2,265 1,307 4,020 743 6,769 9,474 40 3,305
Total Providers - Oct. 1, 2015 2,494 573 38 52 60 31 45 13 30 33 19 41 4 62 81 0 63
Slots - Oct. 1, 2015 236,665 64,231 6,077 4,982 6,616 4,437 6,885 2,087 3,145 2,486 1,369 3,782 887 7,018 10,540 42 3,877
% Change in Providers -1.6% -0.7% 5.1% -94% 41% -102% 0.6% -6.1% -93% 22.6% 132% -195% 33.6% -6.0%  0.4% 0.0% 5.2%
% Change in Slots 4.0% 5.8% 6.2% 4.4% 4.0% -1.5% 165% -46% -49% 8.9% 4.5% -6.3% 162% 35% 101% 4.9% 14.8%
Licensed Centers - Oct. 1, 2012 1,576 354 27 39 45 24 25 8 26 10 3 25 2 38 57 0 27
Slots - Oct. 1, 2012 156,177 38,427 3,687 3,460 4,219 1915 3,636 1,314 2,013 1,177 582 2,845 397 4,005 6,691 10 2,476
Licensed Centers - Oct. 1, 2015 1,537 343 26 37 47 21 26 7 24 12 4 20 2 35 55 0 28
Slots - Oct. 1, 2015 159,144 39,965 3,717 3599 4,286 1,766 4,286 1,184 1,854 1,335 695 2,746 432 3,959 7,149 8 2,947
% Change in Providers -2.5% -3.3% -38% -51% 47% -176% 6.1% -13.6% -82% 185% 7.6% -27.2% 22.4% -88% -3.8% 0.0% 5.9%
% Change in Slots 1.9% 3.8% 0.8% 3.9% 1.6% -8.4% 152% -11.0% -8.6% 11.9% 164% -3.6% 8.2% -1.2%  6.4% -22.4% 16.0%
Lic. Public Schools - Oct. 1, '12 620 149 12 13 9 10 16 6 6 11 5 12 1 20 20 0 9
Slots - Oct. 1, 2012 68,106 21,310 2,005 1,249 2,094 2,582 2,076 867 1,267 1,045 652 1,060 346 2,696 2,744 30 597
Lic. Public Schools - Oct. 1, '15 654 160 12 12 10 10 16 6 6 16 6 12 2 22 20 0 11
Slots - Oct. 1, 2015 74,566 23,582 2,360 1,353 2,297 2,664 2,573 900 1,283 1,105 584 941 449 3,010 3,336 34 694
% Change in Providers 5.2% 6.8% 0.0% -6.8%  7.5% 2.7% -1.1% 1.2% 42% 334% 174% -44% 29.3% 6.4% 4.3% 0.0% 16.3%
% Change in Slots 8.7% 9.6% 15.0% 7.6% 8.8% 31% 193% 3.7% 1.2% 54% -115% -12.6% 229% 104% 17.8% 11.6% 14.0%
Small Group Homes - Oct. 1, '12 337 74 1 5 4 1 4 0 2 5 8 12 0 7 4 0 24
Slots - Oct. 1, 2012 3,029 740 10 52 39 6 37 2 21 43 73 116 0 69 40 0 232
Small Group Homes - Oct. 1, '15 303 70 0 3 3 1 3 0 1 5 9 10 1 5 6 0 24
Slots - Oct. 1, 2015 2,955 684 0 31 34 7 26 3 9 46 89 95 5 49 54 0 236
% Change in Providers -11.2% -4.9% -71.0% -14.9% 19.3% -428% 19.7% -131.7% -3.1% 124% -21.7% 945% -40.2% 25.0% 0.0% -0.6%
% Change in Slots -2.5% -8.2% -71.0% -149% 19.3% -45.1% 235% -131.7% 7.2% 17.6% -22.4% 97.1% -405% 27.3% 0.0% 1.8%
Dept. Of Economic Security Child Care Assistance (Under 6 Years Only)
Children - July 2012 18,229 4,984 67 700 443 192 318 27 220 296 261 881 7 667 259 1 646
Children - July 2013 15,685 4,265 81 525 356 184 276 17 161 290 223 785 11 568 247 1 542
Children - July 2014 15,940 4,427 90 577 357 182 294 25 173 273 230 804 10 602 259 1 550
Children - July 2015 19,393 5,259 117 706 448 225 351 29 220 321 268 962 9 708 278 1 613
% Change Since 2012 6.4% 5.5% 75.8%  0.9% 12% 175% 105% 10.3% -0.1% 8.5% 2.8% 93% 27.8% 6.2% 73% 60.9% -52%
Dept. Of Economic Security Child Care Assistance Waitlist (Under 6 Years Only)
Children - July 2012 4,429 1,085 19 122 135 59 78 6 49 76 61 157 2 136 53 0 134
Children - July 2013 325 91 3 9 6 1 6 0 2 9 6 21 0 7 7 0 14
Children - July 2014 2,491 717 14 80 102 41 31 3 30 33 36 142 1 87 27 0 89
Children - July 2015 4,846 1,217 22 173 100 62 65 6 48 64 59 249 0 148 69 0 153
% Change Since 2012 9.4% 12.1% 16.2% 42.6% -26.1% 4.9% -16.4% 3.9% -09% -16.3% -4.0% 59.1% -81.4% 83% 29.3% 153% 14.2%
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Child Protective Services Investigations
Total - FY 2008 35,019 9,661 191 1,302 982 634 713 98 538 572 262 1,465 18 1,204 686 3 994
Total - FY 2012 40,389 11,231 224 1511 1,103 641 823 87 526 635 382 1,876 32 1416 811 3 1,160
Total - FY 2013 44,055 12,647 275 1,772 1,173 678 925 123 587 768 514 2,083 38 1,589 814 5 1,302
Total - FY 2014 45,944 13,086 261 1,759 1,200 728 942 123 603 807 500 2,265 34 1,700 863 4 1,296
Total - FY 2015 51,784 14,515 273 1,994 1,287 821 1,012 126 718 921 558 2,482 50 1,850 923 4 1,496
% Change Since 2008 47.9% 50.3% 43.0% 53.2% 31.1% 29.4% 420% 289% 335% 61.1% 1135% 69.4% 177.6% 53.7% 344% 56%  50.5%
% Change Since 2012 28.2% 29.2% 218% 32.0% 16.7% 28.2% 22.9% 452% 36.6% 451% 46.2% 323% 55.6% 30.7% 13.8% 145% 29.0%
Foster Care
Children - July 1, 2008 10,030 2,039 16 275 190 144 188 15 119 123 55 350 5 226 113 0 221
Children - July 1, 2012 13,537 3,330 50 461 269 168 255 17 133 237 165 632 10 355 190 2 387
Children - July 1, 2013 14,406 3,472 48 472 268 181 277 15 153 242 136 675 13 415 200 1 378
Children - July 1, 2014 16,414 4,165 67 633 389 215 333 19 211 265 160 742 16 494 186 1 434
Children - July 1, 2015 17,981 4,701 63 690 423 269 351 23 253 275 209 835 16 576 192 1 523
% Change Since 2008 79.3% 130.6% 304.8% 151.3% 1228% 86.9% 87.3% 52.4% 112.4% 123.9% 280.0% 138.6% 259.5% 155.4% 69.0% 323.9% 136.9%
% Change Since 2012 32.8% 41.2% 26.6% 49.7% 57.2% 60.1% 38.0% 351% 90.6% 16.3% 26.2% 32.2% 68.3% 624% 0.7% -36.0% 352%
Subsidized Adoption
Children - July 1, 2008 7,546 918 33 55 74 24 119 23 23 69 74 134 7 92 86 2 102
Children - July 1, 2012 16,265 2,488 66 184 159 73 267 56 64 183 209 403 18 272 217 4 314
Children - July 1, 2013 16,159 2,435 67 224 157 59 258 52 64 169 203 406 14 239 210 3 310
Children - July 1, 2014 18,843 3,044 87 288 182 83 295 54 79 220 262 536 17 312 244 4 383
Children - July 1, 2015 21,436 3,655 98 344 214 102 343 58 99 287 311 654 23 378 268 4 469
% Change Since 2008 184.1%  298.3% 201.5% 524.4% 187.4% 322.1% 187.7% 152.4% 330.8% 316.5% 320.3% 387.9% 222.2% 309.2% 213.2% 175.5% 360.9%
% Change Since 2012 31.8% 46.9% 48.7% 87.3% 350% 389% 287% 50% 554% 57.1% 48.8% 62.1% 29.4% 388% 236% 19.6% 49.6%
Subsidized Guardianship
Children - July 1, 2008 1,223 225 3 25 16 9 11 1 9 14 12 45 0 35 13 0 33
Children - July 1, 2012 2,339 487 8 65 29 20 25 5 23 29 28 116 1 62 24 0 54
Children - July 1, 2013 1,939 399 3 48 18 15 9 2 15 41 14 104 1 45 14 0 72
Children - July 1, 2014 2,202 446 3 51 26 17 10 2 16 49 16 113 1 44 20 0 78
Children - July 1, 2015 2,510 525 5 56 28 22 14 2 18 57 20 130 2 54 28 0 87
% Change Since 2008 105.2%  133.1% 64.3% 1249% 79.3% 159.5% 25.7% 41.6% 100.6% 311.0% 67.4% 191.8% 55.8% 114.8% 165.3%
% Change Since 2012 7.3% 7.8% -37.0% -13.2% -25% 10.7% -415% -64.5% -19.4% 93.7% -275% 11.9% 270.1% -11.7% 15.9% 179.5% 62.0%
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Division of Developmental Disabilities (DDD)
Individuals - July 2008 30,083 7,078 316 696 533 319 734 158 279 380 248 1,076 57 885 757 17 622
Individuals - July 2012 32,334 7,842 333 818 595 357 815 188 328 464 285 1,097 73 995 781 21 691
Individuals - July 2013 31,696 7,466 344 667 505 234 840 180 233 466 294 1,094 80 990 866 23 650
Individuals - July 2014 32,720 7,779 357 684 520 245 856 191 244 508 324 1,167 79 1,009 908 26 662
Individuals - July 2015 34,210 8,132 365 708 560 252 899 192 247 546 343 1,231 84 1,059 929 25 692
% Change Since 2008 13.7% 14.9% 153% 1.8% 51% -209% 22.6% 21.3% -11.7% 435% 38.4% 14.4% 48.1% 19.6% 228% 428% 11.2%
% Change Since 2012 5.8% 3.7% 94% -133% -6.0% -29.4% 103% 2.1% -247% 175% 205% 122% 153% 64% 189% 17.0% 0.1%
Arizona Early Intervention Program (AzEIP)
Individuals - July 2012 5,558 1,497 32 160 169 81 134 41 81 73 53 180 14 198 150 1 129
Individuals - July 2013 4,814 1,185 37 126 132 60 118 28 56 67 42 143 17 143 119 1 98
Individuals - July 2014 5,215 1,378 31 140 147 57 137 30 56 91 57 207 13 137 145 1 128
Individuals - July 2015 5,531 1,574 44 148 148 70 166 36 59 90 62 259 18 162 170 1 143
% Change Since 2012 -0.5% 5.1% 358% -7.7% -122% -146% 23.3% -12.7% -27.3% 241% 17.7% 441% 26.3% -184% 13.0% -29.4% 10.8%
Social Security
Total Individuals - 2010 1,067,717 158,744 8,391 14,365 17,170 6,162 17,103 4,763 6,658 5572 3,795 15,369 850 22,759 24311 172 11,305
Total Individuals - 2014 1,207,102 181,173 9,907 15,826 18,164 6,704 20,024 5,930 7,197 6,578 5,190 17,863 1,207 25,350 27,548 224 13,461
% Change 13.1% 14.1% 18.1% 10.2% 5.8% 88% 171% 245% 81% 181% 36.8% 16.2% 42.0% 11.4% 13.3% 30.6% 19.1%
Retired Workers - 2010 724,817 97,713 5930 8367 11,385 3,174 10,965 3,473 3912 2,716 1,870 7,734 567 14,468 17,126 119 5,907
Retired Workers - 2014 849,142 116,883 7,466 9,399 12,334 3,721 13,693 4559 4,455 3,390 2,769 9,479 879 16,695 20,321 163 7,558
% Change 17.2% 19.6% 259% 123% 83% 17.2% 249% 31.3% 139% 248% 481% 22.6% 54.9% 154% 18.7% 36.8% 28.0%
Disabled Workers - 2010 144,342 28,606 917 3,059 2,756 1,700 2,879 490 1,526 1,303 839 3,518 115 4,002 2,884 24 2,594
Disabled Workers - 2014 156,217 31,220 936 3,432 2,957 1,703 3,092 529 1,558 1,466 1,060 4,018 138 4,426 2,974 27 2,904
% Change 8.2% 9.1% 21% 122% 7.3% 0.2% 7.4% 7.9% 21% 124% 264% 142% 198% 10.6% 3.1% 135% 11.9%
Widows, Parents, Children - 2010 198,558 32,425 1,544 2,939 3,029 1,288 3,260 800 1,220 1,552 1,086 4,117 167 4,289 4,301 29 2,804
Widows, Parents, Children - 2014 201,743 33,070 1,505 2,995 2,873 1,279 3,239 841 1,184 1,722 1,361 4,365 190 4,229 4,254 34 2,999
% Change 1.6% 2.0% -2.5% 1.9% -52% -06% -06% 52% -3.0% 109% 253% 6.0% 13.6% -14% -11% 191% 6.9%
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Appendix H-1: Select Demographics of Residents in Areas Served by Phoenix Head Start Delegate Agencies
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Total Residents 6,531,521 1,511,330 719,400 896,875 73,250 25,307 138,343 31,749 120,301 42,514 44,640 40,928 29,084 7,239 284,706 13,974 105,666 220,436 3,445
Total Households 2,376,464 528,307 232,182 286,275 21,024 9,293 50,227 9,135 30,764 11,481 12,322 12,060 10,156 1,918 78,700 2,591 31,022 83,252 1,032
Age
Under 5 years 438,690 115953 61,468 76,326 6,941 1,890 10,622 3,419 11,817 4,300 4,674 3,173 2,141 603 26,710 831 9,749 15,918 248
% of Total 6.7% 7.7% 8.5% 8.5% 9.5% 7.5% 7.7% 10.8% 9.8% 10.1% 10.5% 7.8% 7.4% 83% 9.4% 5.9% 9.2% 7.2% 7.2%
5 to 14 years 905,557 229,431 119,097 148,742 14,153 3,809 19,499 6,142 23441 8384 8621 7,878 3,934 1400 53,658 2,141 19,112 29,578 649
% of Total 13.9% 15.2% 16.6% 16.6% 19.3% 15.1% 14.1% 19.3% 195% 19.7% 19.3% 19.2% 135% 19.3% 18.8% 15.3% 18.1% 13.4% 18.8%
15 to 17 years 268,948 65,697 33,375 41,277 4,284 848 5676 1,685 6,592 2,164 2,483 1998 1,203 348 14,789 618 5,078 8,144 155
% of Total 4.1% 4.3% 4.6% 4.6% 5.8% 3.4% 4.1% 5.3% 5.5% 5.1% 5.6% 4.9% 41% 48% 52% 4.4% 4.8% 3.7% 4.5%
18 to 24 years 653,905 156,268 80,434 100,388 8,611 3,186 11,544 4,575 16,945 5430 3,944 4974 3,023 1,117 35434 1,965 11,375 23,293 406
% of Total 10.0% 10.3% 11.2% 11.2% 11.8% 12.6% 8.3% 14.4% 14.1% 12.8% 8.8% 122% 104% 154% 124% 14.1% 10.8% 10.6% 11.8%
25 to 34 years 869,857 233,653 110,280 140,021 10,875 4,613 22,097 5,470 17,374 6,275 7,657 6505 4554 1295 43,660 2,756 17,149 32,732 670
% of Total 13.3% 15.5% 15.3% 15.6% 14.8% 18.2% 16.0% 17.2% 144% 148% 17.2% 159% 157% 17.9% 15.3% 19.7% 16.2% 14.8% 19.5%
35 to 44 years 825,533 215,006 100,887 126,096 10,724 3,274 21,783 4,094 16,298 5799 6,628 6,028 4,223 1,004 39,979 2,343 14,750 28,530 620
% of Total 12.6% 14.2% 14.0% 141% 146% 12.9% 15.7% 12.9% 135% 13.6% 148% 14.7% 145% 13.9% 14.0% 16.8% 14.0% 12.9% 18.0%
45 to 54 years 837,247 202,498 89,612 110,922 7,947 3,276 20,279 3,464 13,295 4566 4,908 4,621 4,236 932 32,559 1,763 11,681 29,599 354
% of Total 12.8% 13.4% 12.5% 12.4% 10.8% 12.9% 14.7% 10.9% 11.1% 10.7% 11.0% 113% 146% 129% 11.4% 12.6% 11.1% 13.4% 10.3%
55 to 64 years 761,876 154,655 66,189 81,885 5,298 2,421 15,650 1,627 8,064 2835 3,255 3,292 3,105 310 20,862 821 9,164 25,857 185
% of Total 11.7% 10.2% 9.2% 9.1% 7.2% 9.6% 11.3% 5.1% 6.7% 6.7% 7.3% 8.0% 10.7% 43% 7.3% 5.9% 8.7% 11.7% 5.4%
65 to 74 years 556,587 82,531 35,008 43,151 2,421 1,177 7,384 852 3,886 1,671 1,644 1,763 1518 140 10,621 475 4,887 15,247 86
% of Total 8.5% 5.5% 4.9% 4.8% 3.3% 4.7% 5.3% 2.7% 3.2% 3.9% 3.7% 4.3% 52% 19% 3.7% 3.4% 4.6% 6.9% 2.5%
75 years and over 413,321 55,638 23,051 28,066 1,996 812 3,808 420 2,589 1,089 825 696 1,146 90 6,435 262 2,722 11,538 72
% of Total 6.3% 3.7% 3.2% 3.1% 2.7% 3.2% 2.8% 1.3% 2.2% 2.6% 1.8% 1.7% 39% 13% 2.3% 1.9% 2.6% 52% 2.1%
Household Composition
Family: Married couple 1,131,812 219,817 100,325 118,705 7,176 2,173 26,621 3,867 13,323 4977 6,735 5667 2,958 873 34,533 881 12,093 31,086 274
% of Total 47.6% 41.6% 43.2% 415% 34.1% 23.4% 53.0% 42.3% 433% 433% 54.7% 47.0% 29.1% 455% 43.9% 34.0% 39.0% 37.3% 26.6%
Family: Male HH'er; no wife 128,225 34,958 18,316 22,830 2,346 623 3,080 761 3,257 1,173 844 957 788 198 7,218 356 2,676 5,699 72
% of Total 5.4% 6.6% 7.9% 8.0% 11.2% 6.7% 6.1% 8.3% 10.6% 10.2% 6.9% 7.9% 78% 103% 9.2% 13.7% 8.6% 6.8% 7.0%
Fam: Fem. HH'er; no husband 302,309 80,831 40,511 51,279 4,960 1,527 5559 2,474 7425 2291 2310 2,163 1,580 489 16,258 618 6,836 12,839 207
% of Total 12.7% 15.3% 17.4% 17.9% 23.6% 16.4% 11.1% 27.1% 241% 20.0% 18.7% 17.9% 15.6% 255% 20.7% 23.9% 22.0% 15.4% 20.1%
Non-Family: Male HH'er 417,917 93,827 38,377 43,871 2,814 2,225 7,332 623 3,129 1,568 1,362 1,262 2,240 173 9,734 257 4,301 16,391 194
% of Total 17.6% 17.8% 16.5% 15.3% 13.4% 23.9% 14.6% 6.8% 10.2% 13.7% 11.1% 10.5% 22.1% 9.0% 12.4% 9.9% 13.9% 19.7% 18.8%
Non-Family: Female HH'er 396,201 98,874 34,654